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DECLASSIflCATIOfN AAtTHORItY DIRI^ED EROH: 
FBI AtTTOHATIC I>ICLAgSIFICAflOSKf CTIDI 
DATE IE“30~2009 



^ October 20, 1971 





Mr. Alex Rosen 


Mr, E.S, Mi 


SENSITIVE COVERAGE PLACED Original impounded by 

AT REQUEST OF THE WHITE HOUSE court order. See memo 
, ^in 63-16062*- 

former Assistant to the Director 

miintSned discovered that all records he had 

maintained in his office concerning special highly sensitive 
coverage the Bureau maintained at request of the ^i^rPoise 

Z/r-l extremely sensitive nature of theL 

records, Sullivan maintained the only copy of all records 
concerning this coverage,' It was suLequLtly estSlished 

tSned departure, Sullivan 

turned all of these records over to Robert C. Mardia»^ Assist-n- 

General. Internal Security Division of ^h^Detartoen? 
Mardian allegedly destroyed these records. department. 

matter Bureau has some record of this delicate 

atter,_an effort has been made to reconstruct as many fa^'ts 

individiall coverage, particularly the identity of 

individuals on wnom the coverage was maintained. It must he ^ 

that a very limited number of pIrsoL 
Bureau had knowledge of this coverage, and therefore 
sources from which data could best be obtained were used? 

of ®“^ltvan and the Director were be aware 

•'Naturally those essential to placing 
w coverage in Washington Field OffiL knew S°it 

ifthrL«L^”^ful?f " interest and responsibility’ 

• matter. Sullivan did not have the facility to read a->d 

written material .being supplied from the'coverage 
SflvL thfri^Ltf^f®P®=tal Agent E.A. Wells to 

were “cesiatrto the prepare any letters which 

rtT2® to the White house. Since Sullivan aopare-tlv 

Wells tstd Sell?permission to use Wells fL this', 
bv him ® initials on all correspondence prepared 

I ^ dictated most of the time to Mrs.I ^ - 

I I ^ aedi(^1^^ and loyal Bureau employee. ' 


bi 
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DECLASS 

JUnC; 
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available information, this coveraee was fiT<si- 
instituted at the specific request of Dr. Henry Kissinser who 

some^tvDe i" the early spring of 1969 following 

^ ^ information involving the National Security 
Council. It IS believed that the first individuals covered werL 

National Security 

Council at that time, but later went to Brookings Institution 
Institution he went to Brookings 


Helmut Sonnenfeldt, who was with National Security Council. 
Tony Lake, who was also with National Security Council. 


MitchelfLaw^Ffnf,-^r®-v formerly been in the Nixon- 

nitchell Law Firm in New York and had actively worked on the 

election he had soL 50 ^ 0 ? job at 

with^the“Hivon°fa^°®-^+^^*“®’ apparently .became disenchanted 

EconomL OpportuSt^^ ^ 


Winston Lloyd, National Security Council 

arvin Kalb, Radio-TV Correspondent and news service 
William Beecher, New York Times service 

Hedrick Smith, New York Timer 

^assador Richard F. Pedersen, State Department 

Sullivan, State Department 
Daniel Davidson, National Security Council 

military aide to Vice President, 
Colonel on staff of Secretary Laird 

, r rr Health, EduLtion and 

■ ■' . White HouL“"ar?inSh?sme.°" to 

Richard Moose, National Security Council 








^ ^ i; 

— — i^ f 

^ The largest naniber of these in opy^»ation at one time is 
believed to be eight. The last one placed was on McLain and 
placed on 12/14/70, while the Director was out pf town. 
This one had a great sense of urgency when the request was made 
and required special installation by Washington Field Office. 


Ai*though it is not believed that this coverage was ever 
placed on Joe Kraft, Washington Post Correspondent, on an address 
in the U.S., Sullivan was actively trying to determine exactly 
where Kraft was located in Europe. Kraft made a trip to France 
3 ust prior to Nixon's visit to Rumania and his exact address 
was learned and Sullivan is reported to have traveled to Paris 
in-^ effort to^had French authorities place coverage on Kraft 
in France. It is not known whether he was ever successful.^ S 


\ Those on whom the coverage remained longestwere Halperin, 
Brandon, Hedrick Smith, Kalb and possibly Lloyd. All of this 
coverage was discontinued around the end of May or first part 
of June, 1971. 


* 

Sometime after the early part of June, 1971, following 
discontinuance of the coverage, it was deemed advisable that 
all copies of memoranda to the White House reporting on results 
of the coverage should be retrieved and kept in a secure place' 
at the Bureau. After some difficulty all known copies of the 
material were returned to the Bureau and placed in Sullivan's 
possession, since it was not thought that the material should 

our special file room. Evidently Sullivan 
disposed of the material sometime between the last of July and 
"tbe time he departed on leave prior to his retirement. 

• It goes without saying that knowledge of this coverage 
represents a potential source of tremendous embarrassment^to 
the ^Bureau and political disaster for the Nixon administration-. 
Copies of the material itself could be used for political 
blackmail and the ruination of Nixon, Mitchell and others of 
the administration. 


ACTION: For information and record. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


'H^r 


Mr. E. S. MiUer 




DATE: 


5/24/73 


FROM 


SUBJECT: 


'T/6. Smith -r^ 1-Mr. Waiters Hr!! 

X 1-Mr. Cleveland i?-’ 

fflNE 1 - Mr. Marshall it.I 

SENSITIVE COVERAGE PLACED 4T_THE 1 - Mr. E. S. MiUer 

REQUEST.OF THE WHIIE-HOUSE ' 1 - Mr. T. 3. Smith 

T^PECOV - ESPIONAGE V «'•<: 

' Original impounded by / ffi 

court order. See memo jO 

Smith to Miller memorandum 5/13/73, captioned as above,,^^ 
reported recovery of records relating to electronic surveillances (elsurs) 

. placed between 1969 and 1971 at the request of the White House. These 
records had been improperly removed from custody of the FBI by former 
Assistant to the Director William C. Sullivan and turned over to Robert C 

Mardian, then Assistant Attorney General, Internal Security Division of * 
the Department. 

* 

vvtr ft XT records in question had never been integrated into regulai* 

• FBI files. Neither had any file number been assigned, nor serializing or 
indexing done. There were no entries made into the special electronic 
surveillance indices. 

Since recovery of the records has been accompanied by wide¬ 
spread publicity and revelations have been made in Federal Court as to the 
existence of the electronic surveillances, we can expect a clamor for elsur 
indices checks for possible overhearings which could be the basis for 
suppression of evidence or reversal proceedings. Likewise; due to the 
political hysteria growing out of the Watergate incident, we can well expect 
, attempts to connect the 1969-71 White House-requested elsurs with the 
...^Watergate matter or the Pentagon Papers matter, which has also been linked 
to Watergate because of the burglary of Daniel Ellsberg's psychiatrist by 
principals of the Watergate break-in. 

It is therefore absolutely essential that the elsur records in 
question be isolated and maintained intact for evidentiary purposes. However, 
It is also essential that we open a case iHe on the matter; serialize all of 
the documents; and index them where pertinent. Recognizing that the most 
urgent matter was to begin a set of special elsur indices to service anticipated 
requests from the Department, we imm^^teiy began a review of the elsur 

TJS: bjriM/, '' ^ /innwTTNTTPn - nvi 7 p / 


> > JUNE 

SMSITIVE COVERAGE PLACED ATJ[HE 
REQU.EST,OF THE WHl’xELHQUSE 


^PECOV - ESPIONAGE 


Mr. Ba/ur_ 

Mr. Callahan .. 
Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Gcbhordt _ 

Kfr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall _ 
MiUer,.E.S 

Mr. Soyars_ 

Mr. Thompson. 

Mr. Walters_ 

Tele. Room_ 

Mr. Baise_ 

Mr. Bames . _ 

Mr. Bowers_ 

Mr. Heringtan _ 

Mr. Cotwiy_ 

Mr. Mints_ 

Mr. Eaidley_ 

•■-V Mrs. Hogan_ 




TJS: bjr-^MA 



CONTINUED - OVER / 
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Memorandum to Mr. E. S, Miller 
fie: Sensitive Coverage Placed at the 
Request of the White House 


togs to prepare elsur index cards. Before any appreciable progress was 

® was received-and beginning on 

5/18/73 a crash project was begun with 11 Agent Supervisors, 2 Technical 
Publications Writers, and a Secretary. These employees worked around- 
the clock until the project was completed and we now have more than 5 OOC 

elsu^r indices cards which enables us to make elsur indices checks relating 
to these particular elsurs. ^ 

index cards are not complete, however, since we as yet 
have no file nor do we have the elsur logs properly seriaUzed. - 

nhri«- * Arrangements have been made with Files and Communications 

« designated employee 

of the IbTD to serialize and Index these records. This-work wiU take 
place in INTD space where continuity of the records for evidenUarv pur¬ 
poses will be maintained at all times. Up to this point I am the only FBI 
employee who has had custody and control of the records since they were 
released to the Acting Director and myself on 5/12/73 by the White House. 

« decision has been made by the Acting Director that these 

records will be kept in the office of the Associate Director when they have ’ 
been processed and that index cards r elating to them will show w^ ii 

sJhgjgelJhaLacegssJo them must be approved hv the 
Associate Director, or Assistant Director, INTD only. Decisto^i^Iso 
made that in the interest of security, no abstracts are to be made relating 
to ttese records, inasmuch as abstracts could identify the elsurs placed'’ 
which information if disclosed outside the Bureau wittingly or unwittingly 
could result in lawsuits being filed against the FBI, 

special elsur index cards are completed with 
file number and serial numbers, these will be turned over to Special 
nvestigative Division for integration in the elsur indices. Meanwhile, 
requests for check of these 5,000 index cards will be processed by the 
Special Records and Related Research Unit, 18-3 Section, INTD. 




^ believed that this matter should be considered a single 
FBI case since it was a single investigation for the White House'to identify 
leaks of classified data. A single case file should therefore be opened and 


CONTINUED - OVER 








Memorandum to Mr. E, S. Miller 
Re: Sensitive Coverage Placed at the 
Request of the White House 

"SPECOV" be used to identify the 

case. Bureau indices are negative on this code word. The case will 
•then -be referred to as "SPECOV - 'Espionage." 

although Separate individuals were covered by elsurs 

^though none were separately investigated, it is suggested that eaL be 
indexed as a subject of the "SPECOV" ease. S&esiea that each be 

Counopi.c P’^epsred by the Inspection Division and Legal 

ther SPECOV material since it reveals details which should be protected. 
RECOMMENDATIONS; - ^ 

he.,p t * 1 . .v.^' opened on this memorandum and that 

henceforth the code name "SPECOV" be used to identify this case. 






. . ^ upon completion the special' elsur indices cards nnw 

InvestigSe 

integration into regular elsur indices. 


ni=r..,,i ■ records have been fully processed they be 

P in a safe-type cabinet in the Associate Director's office with 
access limited as described herein. 
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Memorandum to Mr. E. S. MiUer 
Re: Sensitive Coverage Placed at the 
Request of the White House 


5, That none of these records be taken from custody and 
control of INTD until all of the foregoing procedures have been completed. 




.MIO-tOt 
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>WY 1Y<W tOlipM 
OIA Oi^. «tC. NO. 37 

UNITED STATES G(5/ERNMENT 

Memorandum 








- it/. 


TO 


Mr. Felt 




FROM 



D^TE:May4, 1973 


Sir. Felt 

Mr. Baker_ 

Mr. Caliahan_ 

Mr. Cleveland _ 

Mr, Conrad_ 

Mr. Gebhardt_ 

Mr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall_ 

Mr. Miller, E.S. 

^lr. Soyars_^ 

Mr. Thompson 

Mr. Walters_ 

Tele, Room_ 

Mr. Baise - ■ 

Mr, Barnes_ 

Mr. Gowers_ 

Mr. Herington *_ 
Mr. Conmy __ 
Mr.'Mmtz_ 


Mr. Eaidley. 
Mrs. Hogan. 


William D.> Ruckelshaus 
Acting Director 

subject^ETAPS on NJE ggPAPEgMEN ' original impounded by 

^ court order. See memo 

'in 63-16062^.13^;^ .. 

It has been called to my attentibn by the press, aiid 
confirmed by the personnel file of William C. SulUvan, retired, 
which your office has shown me, that at one time for national security 
reasons there were wiretaps placed on certain newspapermen whose 
identities are presently not known to this office. I understand that the 
District Court is concerned that such wiretaps may have somehow 
. tainted the prosecution. In order to advise the Court, I wish a prompt 
investigation conducted for the purpose of determining the following: 

4 . of the official in the Department of Justice 

and in the FBI responsible for carrying out the wiretap program. 

. 2. The names of the newspapermen whose phones were tapped, 

and the names of the newspapers for which they worked. 

V 

V 

8. The date on which each tap was placed and the date each 
tap was discontinued, 

i - DECIiASSZI'I] 

4, The results of the wiretaps. 

5. The identities of the Agents carrying out the wiretaps. 

6^ The documentation which was involved includii^ but not 
necessarily limited to: 

(1) The assignment of each wiretap to an office or Agent. 

* (2) Any logs which were prepared. ^ 

' '■ reports reflecting the-a*eeuite-@1-^ taps, 

i (4) The directives to discontinue the taps. . . > 

.C?^:ed^, (3)^ ., is MAY 221973 '1 







1 It f 


2 - Mr. Eardley 









. CONTEiruSD’-OVER .i 
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Memorandum for Mr. Felt from 
* the Acting Director 
Re: Wiretaps on Newspapermen 


May 4, 1973 


j 


^ documentation is not now available, as I understand to be 
me case, then it will be necessary to pursue the inquiry through my office 
in the Department of Justice or elsewhere which had or should have had 
knowledge of the wiretaps or of the documentation. I wish to receive 
any documentation which exists and if the normal documentation has 
been destroyed, which appears to be the case, I wish to be informed 
who destroyed it, when it was destroyed and the reason for the destruction. 

8. If, as appears to be the case, documentation may not be 
available to establish the results of the wiretaps, I wish the Agents to 

statements secured as to their recollection of the 
iiiformation received through the wiretaps. 


Please treat this as an urgent matter. 
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GSA CiH. KC. NO. 17 


UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 


•MR. WALTERS! 


DATE; 


5-7-73 






# * ^ 

^OM :MR. felt C ^pec^ 

mjEci WIRETAPS ON NEWSPAPERM EN Original impounded by 

~ ^ 0 ^^(so\xv\ order. See memo 

‘in 63-16062*>l3 

With respect to the comment in Item #7 in 
Mr. Ruckelshaus* memorandum of 5-4-73 concerning pursuing 
inquiries through his office, in the Department of Justice, or ^ 
elsewhere, Mr. Ruckelshaus this morning provided clarification 
of that point in that he desires the investigation to proceed forward 
with any logical interview conducj;ed without delay. He stated there 
need not be cleared through him or his office the conduct of any 
interview but that if we are interviewing current personnel within 
the Department and/or other highly placed former officials, we 
should simply let his office know about it in order that he may 
respond to any inquiries that he receives. 


Mr. Felt_ 

Mr. Baker_ 

Mr, Callahan _ 
Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Gcbhardt _ 
Mr. Jenkins 

Mr. Marshal!_ 

Mr. Miller, E.S. 

Mr, Sbyars_ 

Mr, Thompson _ 
AjWWdtfers .k: 

Tele. Room_ 

Mr. Baisc_ 

Mr. Barnes_ 

Mr. Bowers_ 

Mr. Herington _ 

Mr. Conray_ 

Mr. Mintz_ 

Mr. Eardlcy_ 

Mrs. Hogan . . 




Bring the foregoing to the attention of Mr, Jacobson 
who is coordinating this investigation. 


LMWic*, I 

(2). A(^ 




i:L'i7-sx- 


7SO^^ 


18 may 221973 
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UNITEp STATES GOTERNMENT 

Memorandum Mr. Callahan 

Mr, Cleveland_ 

Mr. Conrad__ 

=MR. WALTERS bate: 5/7/73 ' 

, Mr. Marshall 

/ Tufje Mr. Miller, E.S._ 

=INSPECTOR O. T. JACOBSON 

r" Room_ 

^TteETAPS_fflOiEWAPlRm 

This is a progress repoff^ the on-going investigation 

being conducted by the Inspection Division in response to memorandum ilj’MeT- 

from Acting Director Ruckelshaus to Mr. Felt dated 5/4/73 in the Lfrs. Hogan_ 

captioned matter. c^cxassifjed.by ^ 

O N 

During the briefing held in your office'on the aftern^n of 
6, 1973, Mr, John A. Mintz, Office of Legal Counsel, was present ' 

and inquiry was made of him concerning possible prosecutable violations 
Of law as well as the necessity of advising people to be interviewed 
concerning their constitutional rights. As you will recall, the following 
is4he opinion of Mr. Mintz in substance; 

Mr. Mintz, Legal Counsel, advised that there is a remote 
possibility the activity which is the subject of the present inquiry could 
involve prosecutable violations of law such as Title 18, United xStates Code 
Se^ions 2511 (wiretapping); 641 (unauthorized conversion or disoosition 
of Government records); 2071 (unlawful concealment, removal or 
destruction of Government records); 2155 (destruction of national defense 
material). However, the element of criminal intent would be difficult 
to prove in face of the anticipated claims from all of those involved that 
all actions taken were believed to be in the scope of duty. 

Mr, Mintz advised that, under the law, the interviews to be 
conducted in this matter need not be prefaced by an advice of constitutional 
rights and a waiver of rights as long as the interviewee is not in custody 
or restrained. Further, Bureau rules require no advice of rights and waiver 
unless the interviewee is so strongly suspected of a crime that he is to be 
questioned for admissions or confessions of guilt in a criminal investigation. 

If the interviews are directed at producing details of events and arrangements ^ 
controlling FBI activity during a specified period concerning which the « 

interviewees have knowledge, such administrative inquiry may proceed without 
the interviewing limitations of a criminal investigation. However, all inter - 
views should be reported on FD -302 forms because of the possibility of ^ 

a ministrative proceedings. Congressional hearings, or civil suits that ■ 





Mr. Felt. 


:MR. WALTERS 


DATE: 


5/7/73 


FROM 


SUBJECT 


:INSPECTOR O. T. JACOBSON 


d o 
3 W lO 


H bO 
lO Fh ^ 

^ o a 

> O 


Suite 


'Spe tod, 


This is a progress repoi’*‘f°^ the on-going investigation 




may arise as a result of this matter. 

\ 'fm 


t:.* 


OTJ :wmj 

(2) 


iNTINUED 


^S'- 75^0?5.y - 

■ ?a 221973 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 

R©! Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

to date of pertinent Information developed 

to —- 

DTOBION THOMAS J. SMITH, SECTION CHIEF, INTELLIGENCE 

nn o personal or first-hand knowledg:e of wiretan «5 

1969 tteUhL^e might b^°^ch°wireteos^^T^^^^ believes sometime in 

conversation on ^Saturday «^hL Skng to trofficT'T^^^^^^ • 

th7H-?r'' w House desired information urgenE^and from 

the bite and pieces of conversation he overheard he believed th/White 
wanted to know something about coverage betormainSed tftoe JSf m 

sSitoiT ofr cfSSSffrTsftote^^ 

inquiry? Special Agent Bernie Wells concerning the White House 

SA January, 1970, when SA Wells was assigned to work for 

WeS?v” y iSawtSf *“•? »"»Xmo JS„So„ 

ma,-ntfi„ y®^y °®fi'iitely lead to the conclusion that the FBI did in fact 
m^ntam wiretaps on behalf of the White House relative to hiah fv7i ' 

'"T """ Sullivan wasfn cl^^^^^ the 

1970 wTlls ^ ^®Hs actually worked for Smith after jinuary 

, Wells felt compelled to tell him he was reviewing the lop-s of an " 

rf® Th® maintained and that he had to go to SulUvan's^ office tfdo 

in the Section periods of SA Wells' absence 

?ovLii<f ' ' <«■ «>• l<le«uty of the persons 

O..J tt. ^ SA Smith recalled that Wells retired in the Summer of 1077 

oiiice one last time" to put in order the various documents relatino- <-n 

S^sSSer^gT’^^Weni'*® • Sometime after the firstVart 

^2alS>he’rt m;;h f ^ Assistant Attorney ! 

ueneral Robert Mardian had shown him the documents which Mr SulUvan 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

had kept in his office relating to the special wiretaos the frt hart 
mamtained for the White House and asked Wells to take charge of ttee 

^ possible securitr wils tSd 

^ Smith he was shocked to see these highly sensitive docuiSs in 

ttet M^ haT property. Wells told Smith 

tnat Mr. Sullivan had previously indicated to him (Wells) that he mivht 

SivSn weus had stooni“se“ Mr 

aSrto Juc^S should Sve 

^ c ss to such information. Wells' conversation with Smith wa<? rpf»ni-Horf 

whicMi!l°rrh'*H- S. Miller on Ocfober l mi 

PBrcustody. ^ ^oo'^sry that the sensitive records were no longer in ’ 

Mller to atimnftoL®^ Smith was instructed by Assistant Director 
Miier to attempt to reconstruct on whom the wiretaps were nlaced the 

S^res^ro/tl"'" recoueetion of what information Ts receded 

Office (WFO) SupemsS f • |lT T" 

following incHviduals wer Upped: ^enry Br Vdon^Su^^^^ Times- 
Dr. Morton Halperin, National Security Council (NSC) - Tonv T akJ 
D».el toWson, MSC; WUI1.„ Saflre, HSC; wLKSns^mm 
^ ^rsley, now a General — Colonel assigned to SecreiaryVaird's 
~ Defense; Marvin Kalb, Radio -TV commentator • William 

NY Times; Ambassad^Richard F 

James w’ Sain®Sw®Toi^'’f®-®ff ^"Nivan, State Depa^cment: 

<. b«n, SSShT''''"' 

JOHN j, McDermott, sac, wfo 

transferred L"sA<^of?hi''Ay° be 

wansteped as SAC of the Alexandria Office. During this time McDermntf 

S mTnS^ of ft wiretaps on members of the White House staff 

1972 ^o!,f i^eturned as SAC of WFO on October 24 

Sul^'r^o V ^ conference on another mat ter with 

supervisor I _|he learned for the first time thatl-|had 

LStte wiSf totemgenceDivisionfedntative 

recSd hv i to McDermott|^^ instructions were 

brnToffioftfj °“h ^'"CIIDwas told in the strictest terms there would 
fficial record made of this request in the WFO. McDermott stated 


b6 

b7C 


b6 

b7C 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 

Re: Wiriaps on Newspapermen t)7C 

supervisorI I 


SsSSr=SS~=Sr 

SAC Jos%h ' 

SfiS!"r^ wra?'“ 5 ^lfltantm?eliSr s4lSs''"‘'°" 

covemgS^Ea Th'^Tran^s^crSn^^^^^ 

from^eTpO S^nT requests were picked up byl-1 

bvTelected ® morning, sealed and ttenWorried 

to See men approxfcstii^ two 

receded toom a rSi? ^ telephone call was b6 

msSucW Domestic Intelligence Division b7( 

pericSrelSoiSg^SesettoS'^^^^^ S^sequently, during the 
DiviR 5 nT, ^ ‘’/®PJ^®sentatives of the Domestic Intelligence 

Wem an^DosSbiv^sT'^^^S°fR®/!°°’ 

weus, ana possibly SA Tom Smith (it is noted above that qA qm- 5 +h ^ 

If's ^ “If “fttais, ?mSS 

tives of the news^dia T ° employees and certain representa- 

to mind are Merf.^ ^ that immediately came 
o mmd are Morton Halperin, which coverage lasted for 8 to 10 months- 

® Safire 3 to 4 m^tS ’ 

^nH, concerned Henry Brandon, London Sunday Times 6 to 8 

months coverage, and a first name un known S mith. New^York Times 

SS ?S “• l=l®t-t®^ he assid that an ^ 

?u2 time WFO was adv 3^ 

we?e L .«n f ^®‘tuests for telephone smveillance coverage 

were actually approved by the then Attorney General John Mitchell or that they 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 

Re; Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

fcr coKtemplated telephone coverage tntotmatioo 

that covers, he topSr.wSS Se “ ASrceTeM a"“' 

In other instances there would onlv be onp ppii t„ 

telephone surveillance coveriSe xmoTemeie^nTI^t instructing that 

authorization had already been obtain“S Attorney General 


Ernest H. r^tiredU^^ request he would advise 

Installatio n and Sa I Ucme Monitoring 

* * had liaison with tho rkvi£s 


Installatio n and SA 
company. 

on the indiviauat in 


Who had liaison with the teipnhnn^s 


U ^ phone company for/instaliaHnnc: 

surveillances as^Ms^^sseSSi fraction wa^t^ob^^^ telephone 

and have these p apers ha nd carried to the DID He did nof therpf^^''’^^°”^ 

individuals are currently being interviewed. These 

assimed t^WPO^h^ha?^ interview all individuals 

recoUection« aff ^ personal knowledge of the wiretaos or their 

As set fnrtrahp,i°*^“1® ^nd the reai Its 
ACTION; 

the Droeress°in "■ constantly advised of 

me progress in this matter, which is being treated as an urgent matter. 


b6 

b7C 
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TOMliEI 



To Mr. Walters: 




Mr.‘FOT 
Mr. Ba: 

Mr. CGllnhan _ 
Mr. Cleveland 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Gebhordt _ 

Mr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall _ 


From Inspector O. T. Jacobsom 
Rg^ WIRETAPS ON NEWSPA PER mbt; 

I 

_ I 

f 

Based on results "6f our curren 
we anticipate interviewing simultaneoi 
the morning of 5/9/73 the following in 
Former Assistant to the Director Willmm-oT 


Mr. Miller, E.S. 

Mr, Soyars_ 

Mr. Thocnp son ^ 

Jr 

Tele. Room __ 

Mr. Baise_ 

Mr. Barnes __ 

Mr. Bowers_ 

Mr. Herington _ 

Mr. Conmy __ 

Mr. Mintz 

Mr, Eardley_ 

Mrs. Hogan_ 


>1 fi 
V EH Cr 1 


r.-‘ • 


Sullivan (currently employed by the Department); 
Former Special Agent Bernard Wells, also 
employed by the Department; Former Inspector 
Joseph Sizoo, retired, not employed; and 
current SAC Charles Brennan, Alexa 
Office. 

ON 

This is being furnished in response 
to the Acting Director's request that he be 
advised of any individuals outside the Bureau 
to be interviewed who are members of the 
Department or are of prominent stature. .. ^ 
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. is a summary of our progress of the on-going inquiry 

being conducted by the Inspection Division in response to memorandum 
from Acting Director Ruckelshaus to Mr. Eelt dated 5/4/73 in 
captioned matter, m the intei^ts of clarity the results of our inquiry are 
set forth under appropriate subcaptione. ^-^CLAssmju; “ - 


Hi^LING OF SPECL4L WIRETAP REQUESTSA^S MONTim 
WASHINGTON HELD OFFICE (WFQ) 



Mr. Felt 

Mr. Baker_ 

Mr. Callahan_ 

Mr. Cleveland_ 

Mr, Conrad_ 

Mr. Gehhardt_ 

Mr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall_ 

Mr. Miller. E.S. _ 

Mr.&yars_ 

Mr./riiomfison_ 

‘ly^^rs - 

Tele. K6om__ 

Mr, Baisc_ 

Mr. Barnes__ 

Mr. Bowers __ 

Mr. Herington_ 

Mr. Conrav_ 

Mr. Mintz_ 

Mr. Eardley_ 

Mrs. Hogan __ 




ISULTS, 


Ernest H. Belter, Former Special Agent (retired). WFQ 


Belter recalls'scmetime in the Spring of 1969, SuneryisorF 


advised he had received urgent re quest fro m W. C. Sullivan"ttiaf 
White House concerned about leaks and Sullivan told l I that some teoLiical 

Mliran^^R H bpnitiated by WFO on names to be furnished bV 

wirltan« advised by| [not to keep any written records of these 

wiretaps whatsoever. | [subsequently gave Belter so me telephone mnn hPTg 
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ho handled 


and addresses and he in turn furnished this information toi ivno h 

Uaison wHh the C&P telephone company. Belter was advikd that everythino- of 

thJllrft^ f substance was to be recorded on tape. The individuals monitoring 
the wiretaps would subsequently transcribe into a written log only one copy of 

^ch to be made, and the tapes were subsequently erased, usually during a 
period of two to four weeks, a 

. . I itidi^uals upon whom Belter recalls that were to be the subiects of 

together with the length o^ime the wiretap was in 
effectjj^ortoifHalperin -12 to 16 mont^Helmuraonnenfeldt - 2 months; 

' j^anieMJavidson - 2 months; Richard F.^^Pe^rsen - 2 months; John Patrick 

- cannot recall le^h of time of w:^p nor could he recall circumstances 
W request)^lonel RobertT>ursley - 6 to 8 months; William iX 

months; Richard-lVloose - 4 months; Marvin^alb - 1 to 2 monthsl^ 
Henr^randon - 8 to 12 months; William^eecher - 2 to 3 months; Jame^lcLaln - 
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Mfemo for Mr. Walters 

Re; Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

Belter advised that to the best of his recollection approximately 12 to 
15 such wiretap requests were handled by him. 

Belter in addition furnished a list of names of WFO employees (special 
employees and special clerks) whom, to the best of his recollection, he recalled 
as having a part in the monitoring concerning the above wiretaps. 

Belter stated that none of the individuals on whom wiretaps were placed 
were ever the subject of leased line requests to the C&P telephone company 
as these wiretaps had all been removed prior to th e institution of the leased 
Ime procedure. Belter stated that his supervisor, [ usuallv 

O 


bo 

b7C 


picked_u2_Hiese logs on a daily basis from the WFO monitoring station, after 
^“‘=“L__Jwould make a Xerox copy of the transcribed logs that would be 
furnished that day to Domestic Intelligence Division (DID). The ouroose for 
making the Xerox copy as Belter understood it was to enablel |to SDecUicallv 
answer any requests that might emanate from the logs that haTTbeen sent to the 
DID concerning individuals mentioned therein. These Xerox copies were usually 
destroyed within two to three days after they were made. 


, I _jAiiiuiuicu BiioiLiy alter me mitiai wiretan! 

been placed into operation that to the best of his knowledge! I these 

wiretaps had_been approved by the then Attorney General, John Mitchell. Both 

sur.mised that these wiretaps must have been approved 
by the then Dirwtor Hoover prior to transmittal to the Attorney General 


] informed Belter shortly after the initial wiretaus had 


Supervisor 


WFO 


5/8/73 that sometime during the Summer, 1969 (in his 
capacity as liaison representative from WFO with the C&P telephone company) 
he received oral instructions from Ernest Belter, former supervisor of WFO 
monitoring installation (now retired) that certain telephonic surveillances 
(wiretaps) would from time to tim e be place d on certain phones in an attempt to 
vmcoyer le^s at the White House, j { when he received oral instructions 

® these wiretaps in turn orally requested a C&P representative to effect 
^ wiretap. Sometime after July, 1971, officials of telephone company 
visited Bureau headquarters and requested that in the future the FBI pay for 
leased lines it had in operation or would request in future. Telephone company 
legal department also requested at this time that leased line letters requesting 
telephone company assistance for placing of wiretaps be used by FBI to reauest 
such assistance rather than orally as was previous method.| Irecailed 

sometime in August, 1971, based on new procedures agreed upon by FBI and 
elephone company, he began to receive from time to time from Belter sealed 
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Memo lor Mr. Walters 

Re: Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

letters which requested telephone company to install wiretaos 

indi viduals. T ->tated 


1. , . - * xiivtiviuuaLs* I isTarf^ri 

leased line letters do not identify individual by name. I coldrfnnw 

snecificallv reran tha norr^aa _ . n^umu HOL now 


speclftollyrecu the ttmee of W 


-t- . , -I_iTir jjts ouvibt 

^continue wiretaps and upon receipt ot these instructions!-{would orailv 

rscTnlCrncr”^^''^ discontinue. No writtehTFS^st was made 

Monitoring Employees of the WFO - Summary of Information Furnished 

• .. Jollo'vtog six clerical employees of the WFO who monitored these 

^"^fSows? ^“d early 1971 were 


merK Who is now a Special Agent, will be interviewed. He*^sTe S^^Sr 
employee who conducted monitoring duty on this project. 


These employees were instructed by either SupervisorF 


TTI A -r^ -ti. ^ -- **-v..«* W*v*>v/vt ^jy tiCllCX OULC i VlSOri lO 

Ernest Belter, since retired, to handle this project on a very confidential basis 

Thev did t ^?Py of logs containing information monitored from the wiretaps 
Jm/ortaF '**otation to stenographers, reused the tapes that recorded the 
^ons fimnishing no tapes to any Bureau supervisors or officials. 

^osf^'octed not to place their initials on any of the logs. Their 

for and record information which could be 
th“se w?efenr sensitive information from the White House through 

I I I°f opinion project instituted by Assistant Director 

Wil liam Sulliyan and results^C iL ff J X . et g-ps furnished to General Haig j j 

Dir ictor 5ulliva l°“s SL'e 
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rpInHno-__ ^ ^ -uiiucu bu wireiaps 

.? White House leaks, |would also be advised bv Reifpr nmiiTr 

discontinue wiretaps and upon jeceipt oj these instructions!- 


b6 

b?-: 


or 


these wiVeta^fJiSfihr®'^ employees could recall no Information received from 
Tinr HiH ^ coustrued as a leak of information from the White House 

seLritv Th7v wo?J T f «^Woh they considered a breach of national 
1 thoQo 7- They were only able to furnish nonspecific information concerning 

I ^nerTiTi^lffndor wp° recording conversations of Averell Harriman, 

excentioifof Fnth^,? fK and Henry Kissinger. With the 

exception of Ellsberg, the majority oi information discussed by these peooie 

mvolved the war in Vietnam, but even these were only vague recollections 

Ellsberg in late 1969 and early 1970 conversed with Dr. Morton Halperin and 

w s a house guest of Halperin. No significant data recalled regarding Ellsberg's 

conversations. (In connection with the Ellsberg trial, we certified by letter to the 
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Memo for Mr, Walters ' 

Re: Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

/De^r^nent 2/13/73 that Ellsberg had never been overheard in nor been the 

I =”™>ua.e.. ) Pali’S r 

handling of WmETA? RESULTS. FBIHO ' 

■ .Donald E. Moore , Inspector. flMaxi, Intelligence Division 

was genSlv he 

mreaor WuLm ^ , / special,program supervised by former Assistant 

William c, Sul.livan and Bureau Suoervisor Rpmu-pH tva- 

occurred in ic) 7 n t ^ § iv^ paper work with exception of one occasion, which 

Sullivan and Sizoo (the #1 Man of DIDl were both-attroTr 

to Moore that if^Mne rp^° headquarters gave instructions 

Mss Gandv7,.n.tS^^ stertling” resulted from program Moore was to call 

Moore to a^SSStt Si^orSa 

S^Iivan s attention upon his return. Moore beUeved Sullivan hent loo-s 

design ated by Mr. S^mydn t o type communicalionJ resulting from specia l p^m. i 

former FBI Secretary, ^ 

Moore I ^ R urea,u employee and secretary to Donald E. 

N^bel- i IVO Man m DID, advised from FebS/orMa^ch'IgTO ^ mder 

?eS to Mr tortfd wT taMng dSirSd tj^ing 

leirers tor Mr. Bernard Wells,. Supervisor, DID, on information from locr^^ 

concernmg wiretaps. She recalled ^.hdictoion included twbsSarate letters 

one irected to the President, Mr. Nixon, and the other to the Attorney General, 







Memo for Mr, Walters 

Re: Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

to, Mtcheli Letters were an original and one yellow conv each nquaiiv ' 

0 SS^nlZlor "t paragraphs and ZSsZ^'^ry 

but recalls they appeared to contain nothing of a stimulating interest t p?wT ’ 

his ® ^ ® 1“ program in Mr. Sullivan's safe-type cabiMt fn i 

yellow copy the leSSe th^ Sullivan approved and initialed the 

Mr c!„in„; lettep were then hand carried to the Director's Office After 

h»5 «.r “r/K 

- b6 

l___^f uld not specifically recall identity of names mentioned in ' 
possiblv recall na Zq ^ P°°'' memory for names but could quite 

mentioned. Several names were furnished tcj Hand sL recnonTZ 

£mZ“sTeTdZS f s aid the nami s solnded fSS. ' 

Rranrinn T mentioned in the summary letters are* Henry 

WiUiam sZter ^ Davidson, Winston Lord, Colonel Robek Parsley, 

visiting Mr. Sullivan and further recalls^ ki w Mr Tfi• 

by telephone, I calling Mr, Sullivan 


CONTINUED - OVER 








Memo for Mr. Walters 

Re; Wiretaps on Newspapermen 


]said that about June or July, 1971, she prepared logs for 


^ Wells at his request to carry Collie ^h^-p^.'d fheTL fi^S 
Goveriment messenger envelopes and he departed with them. In August mi 
rph r ^ vacation she noticed the logs had not been 

S Mr, Sullivan as to tiieir location, he replied 

saw'thYse loS aSn. 


Former Secretary, DID 


b6 
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[ 


was Mr. Donald E. Moore's secretary, DID. About 


called inbTZ: 

of a sensitive program which she ws to take dictation from Mr Wells She 
was chosen, according to Sullivan, because of her loyalty anZextreme'com^ ency 

frnl^ fn fv guarded, hereafter she took letters 

m fo^ttier SA Wells that she knew to be from wiretaps. She claims the first 

Thm-eJIw rtf®® specifically recalled, but contents not recalled 

ThefeStef itTaffrJrt® o« f r®f ^ Prepared about every day.’ 

tl o ^ tapered off to about one per week. She specifically recalls letter 

White House comprised of one white original and one yellow.' Thereafter 

then returned to Wells. She never sawT 
S’ tteading Room because dictation not up to 

rt-t„ t>ar and would have been returned; therefore, assumes went 

He 5^® cannot recall Wells dictating from logs, 

as ntel in fnmf r? 7 f^tated from research material which she described 
sKd f ot J teletype copies. She filed no yellows and filed no logs. 

She did not file anything in Sullivan's lower drawer of two-drawer safe-type 

Srvfn VMr°7if 5 Halperin, Helmut Sonnenfeldt, and possibly 

Marvin Kalb with Wells dictation. These names recalled only after a len^thv list 
^ names read to her, not from her own recall. She advised Llpef4^0onald 

Moore was unaware of nature and content of her typing for Wells. 


MVENTORY OF MR. HOOVER'S SAFE A^ FILE CABMETS 


b6 

b7C 


Shortly after Mr. Hoover's death, Special Ao-ent 
was aligned to inventory the contents of Mr. Hoover's safe and file cabinets 
Upon interview SA^^dvised this operation took about threfweeS 

made an TnvAn’frmTT __ 1 . , . . 


« • X ■.. ■ M.W.UU Luuijk. etjjuut tiii'ee weeKS. He 

S eacrnfi+.^f®'^^ each of the drawers, which inventory he placed in front 
7 ^he inside. After doing this, he composed an 

alphabetical inventory consisting of about 25 pages (one copy only) wiiich he 
in turn, gave to Mr. Felt. pr u uy; v.xucn ne. 
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Memo for Mr, Walters 
Re; Wiretaps on Newspapermen 

fr, SA | h ottced nothing pertaining 

to White House taps of any kind with exception of wiretap information on 

Martin Luther King contained in three or four brown sealed envelopes that 
formerly belonged to Assistant Director Sullivan. According tol I Mss 

Gandy maintmned two 3x5 card boxes of index cards on items coiiJait^in 
these cabinets and safes. These index card boxes were left in Mr. Felt's office 

1971, A TTEM>T TO RECONSTRUCT FACTS OF SPECIAL COVERAGE 

Following departure of former Assistant to the Director Sullivan when 
he retired it was discovered that all records he had maintained in his office 
concerning special highly sensitive coverage maintained at the request of the 
White House were missing. Due to the extremely sensitive nature of these 
records SulUvan maintained the only copy of all records concerning this coverage 
Assistant Director E. S. Mller undertook a project to reconstruct as many 
lacm as possible concerning this coverage particularly the identity of the 
individuals on whom the coverage was maintained. The results of that inquiry 
0 / 5 / 7 /^^^”*^^^"^ individuals listed in my memorandum 

NEW DEVELOPMENT 
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„ We have learned just today that a telephonic request was received hv 
Special Agent James Wagoner, Intelligence Division, froml ^ 

of the I^^rtment, 5/7/73, in regard to the current trial of Daniel Ellsbero- 
et al. That request was for an update certification through the Department"' 
concermng any electronic surveillance coverage of the defendants in that case 
taeir attorneys, and the consultants for the defendants' attorneys. 

ACTION; 
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attentio^^^ facets of this, inquiry are receiving prompt and intensive investigative 

(S^ 

Lt'sr /i-USet f AiaATot/ 

C( 


iM 

'Ml 



1 










—--rtUT Ti iiii jTO 


•VnONAl KIIM KO. >0 
MAT W41 (OirtON 

OEM, «{{/. NO. 77 


50>0-I04 


TO 


UNITED STATES GCK'ERNMENT 

Memorandum 
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FROM : inspector O; T. JACOBSON 

SUBJECT :7ywiRETAPS'ON NBWSPAPERMETJ. 


- - 







\p<=Co\J t 


he. 


< p X 


Mr. Baker_ 

Mr. Callahan_ 

Mr. Qevcland_ 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr, Gcbhardt_ 

Mr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall_ 

Mr. Miller, E.S. _ 

Mr. Soyars_ 

Mr, Thompson 

^ele. Room_ 

Mr. Balse_ 

Mr. Barnes_ 

Mr. Bowers__ 

Mr. Herington_ 

Mr. Conmy_ 

Mr. Miiitz_ 

Mr, Eardley_ 


^ This is a summary of our progress of the on-going inquiry Mr.F,=«ite> 

being conducted by the Inspection Division in response to the memorandum Mrs. Hogan. 

matter Ruckelshaus to Mr. Felt dated 5/4/73 in the captioned 

_ Original impounded by . 

INTERVIEWS WITH FORMER BUREAU O FFICIALS court order. See memo 

~ 'in 63-ie062-i3 

Former Assistant to the Director William C. Sullivan 

TT o Sullivan, Director, Office of National Narcotics Intelligence 

U. S. Department of Justice, after having been advised of the nature of the inquiry 
in this matter by Inspector N, F. Staines and Special Agent G. O. Watt today 
requested that all questions concerning this matter be directed to him in.writino- 
He steted he would then to the best of his abiUty answer each question presented! 
The interview of Mr, William C. Sullivan was concluded at that time, 

directed to Mr, Sullivan from the Acting Director has been 
forwarded separately for approval with pertinent questions relating to this 
inquiry, DiJttiAssiFiED r r t ' i ./ A/' 


Bernard A, Weils,Former Special Agent, FRI 




Bernard K Wells, former FBI employee and supervisor in Domestic 
Intelligence Division (DID), currently employed as an attorney advisor. Criminal 
Division, Department of Justice, advised that in the Summer of 1969, exset date 
m^ecalled, Mr, Sullivan, the Assistant Director of DID,, apprised him of a 
wiretap operation concerning the White House and instructed him he was to 
carry o.ut the operations. Sullivan advised him this was a sensitive oroiect 
and was authorized by the Director. He is certain this operation had been on¬ 
going for some time, believed to be three or four weeks, and material relatino- 
to project was initially maintained in the Director's office, Wells absolutely 
sure because when he started working on the project logs were already in existence, 

. 4"^ 4^ 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 

r- ■ . * 

These logs had been maintained in Mr, Hoover's office. Wells advised he 

Mr <f. SulUvan that at inception of program onlv 

Jfmher eMe’ had knowledge^ Howeve^the ^ 

^ logs incpased to the point where they needed assistance and Mr 

r .. ^T, Wens said he review 

- ^ter | 'H ieit me r'BI. he dintates a, 

ind^ne elf ™s letter was comprised of S^ orSnal 

and one yellow copy. He advised that routinely he did not Ictate a codv fofthe 
Attorney General. At a date unrecalled, probably in 1970 he wS tas?rLted Jv 

tobe^s'^irte thfAtternffa summary 
he dictated at least three Mitchell. As best Wells could recall 

three of these summaries during 1970 and earlv 1 Q 71 

nf thf u^® letterhead memorandum. He advised that at the inception 

SteSvaf he firstl 2 £i;ame involved all logs were reEi^ned tS 

ulUvan, Later, when_took the dictation he left the lo^s nn hpr 

reaLsh^n^^if He advised that from time to time he dictated letters 

mtchen "“S ‘his program to the Attorney GeneriVr 

f he could not recall tee dates at all particularlv in vi^ 

continuefaif f individual might be discontinuL and 

auteorStio^on tee Eniff • f ® ^P^^^i^ally recalled writing letters requesting 

pelt^frof fHe advised the following iSSuate were 

Stnn f f “ placed at their home relidence- Henry Brandon 

Morton Halperin, Tony Lake, Daniel Davidson, Winston Lord ’ 

WUto„Beeoher, HadrlAiMU., AmbassateViluAS.^T.^S^ 

Di-raratf '^hen he was first taken into the confidence of Assistant 

rinera 1 anl?\T"f advised that the wiretaps were authorized by the Attoraev 
teneia l ai^d m Hoove r had insisted upon authorization. Later whL he became 

atithn he was sure of this fact because he dictated letters requesting 

auteorization and said that he saw them returned with Mr. Mitchell's sionature 

!2?,S hI S'LTSr?, T “»“““ «S“” 

only one^SglS anif requesting authorization there was 

only one original and one yellow copy - no tissue. This again was on instructions 

r -2- CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memafor Mr. Walters 
Re; Wiretaps 

- i 

rs?.^rarisr«rr' '““X'*' s~»ir“ 

middle cabtoem was ascd to aaWaets. Ooo a Ihe 

yellows bound together^by an Acco f^tlner previous 

to these yellows then dictetinfneVsuZ^^ frequently referred 

were returned and filed as sefforth above nf did not vn 

ct iui in aoove. He did not know who filed them. 

he could^i^erSeloThfeSn^thairn^^^ conversations. He said 

and his wife talked extremely looselv about both the individual Involved 

with at the White House to both thpiv^tn-p a f*^®y were concerned 

of the news media. He felt the tan wa^^iPPf ft. instances to members 

and carelessly information of a h?.hTt p^t ?®f"®" l°°sely 

said he specifically recalled onp^■nPtn was bandied about. Wells 

in the logs. He could not recall which lTgwa?SolTCd“To® Ellsberg appeared ‘ 
recollection was Morton Hai^Hn tl ® 'f^^/'^volyed; however, his best 

»too.n pm.,, „ s«s.L“S e ttf, 

&»SfSESr-r~ 

»swe, „ sspb ^ sw«TsS.S: XtsS:, or 
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Memo ior Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 

reason to feel apprehensive over the fact that 

nnt«irip concerning this program had found their way 

outeide the FBI. He said "No." He said the only time he knew or was 

formed in any way that someone outside the Bure au may be in possession 
of this material was a telephone call he received from Mr. Edward Miller 
■ Director, DID, about a week and a half after Mr. Sullivan retired 

IVfrt telephonic, and when Mr. Wells was no longer 

MafIL Mm to call Mr. Mardian to ask him 

hfm M ’m n material relating to this special project. Mr. Miller 

told to. Wells that he had information to the effect that Mr. Mardian 
may hav? some of this information, to. Miller also supplied the telephone 
number in San Clemente, California, where Mr. Mardian could be reached. 

rpiP, reached'Mr. Mardian almost immediately, 

relayed the message, and Mr. Mardian advised he would have to contact 
™ ■^Mrney General and the President before he could answer ■ Wells 

f ^ IMer and he was advised that' 

told to. Mardian not to answer this question. Mardian 
asked Wells to so advise Mr. Miller and that to. Mardian would call Mr 
Miller directly at a later time. Mr. Wells said he complied with Mardian's 
request and that's the last he heard of the incident. Wells was emphatic that 
he never saw any of the material after he dictated the last smnmary letter 
He never saw it again either in the Bureau or since he left the Bureau. 

j. p ^^‘^Mled that sometime during September, 1971. Wells 

told Section Chief Thomas Smith that Robert Mardian had shown Wells 
a large number of extremely sensitive documents involved in this matter 
tu Wells take charge of these documents in order to afford 

them t he greatest possible security. Wells is now denying this. 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 


^seph A. Sizoo, Former #1 Man, Domestic Intelligence Division 

IntemSi??mtisinriT^fnf®^‘' Domestic 

^ emgence Division pID), now retired, was interviewed reffardins- anv 

m Ms possession concerning possible wiretaps on newsmen and/or GovLnment ^ 

omcials m connection with high-level leaks of national security informatloJT wo 

■ supervised DID in the absence of former Assistant ofrector WilUam C 

llivan and was aware of a wiretap operation of this type which beo-an annroxi ’ 

s ‘“-"s"'*"® « Med 

»d at no ime is EvefteMod S ?o Ks'dSs'”?"'" T'"” 

?er tastrS?s°of ^ ®®^"ard Wells ’ 

per mstructmns of Sullivan. The only other person at FBI Headauarters whom 

nt knowledge was Miss Gandy and possibly Mr Hoover 

e does not know the identity of the persons in the Department of Justice or 

® issued instructions concerning this coverage but 

during this period Mr. Sullivan was visited regularly by General Haio- who at 
ttat fame was assigned to the White House. Although IsSSo pers^M 

I— w ^hen he was in communication withl 

j specific instructions of Sull ivan 

his recollection that during some of these conversations withl-Ihe mav 

w'^naml^s irreM^^f*h b ut he do es not rSfiy details 

o names. he may have been called by|~~l in Sullivan’s ahqpnpo 

rr®”" dd did no? 

It was Sizoo’s vague recollection that ] |. during the latter nart nf this 

Stal wiretaWcontin/ed ani mayCe astd 

Sum^I^do so. He believes he might d4ve 5f 
thatp^should discuss with Sullivan. Sizoo 
Mso recalls tlut he may have written one letter to the Attorney General 

b^Tei^%^^ wiretap in this program on an unrecalled individual 

butheisn t sure and he does not recall the name of this person If he did he 

• recollection that Sullivan instructed him to forward anv loss 

re=«.ed Irom WFO In , n.aled envelope lo Welle whleh he dl SLSallr 


It 
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Memo for Mr, Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 


ropfilf o envelopes from WFO when Wells was not available Unon 

Wo determine its contents and reaSSieS were 

S JJT them for Wells or furnished them to lu UvL 

Sermon them briefly but he does not recaU the names o^contents 

weeks. * occurred approximately once every week and a half or two 


taowiedge concerning any individuals vho were possiblv 
involved m these wiretaps. With regard to retention of this matpri.r ho ^ 

to S program documentation, or files or material relatSj 

• / 

be of a?sisteT«ta thitmSte?^ additional pertinent information which might 

" ^4^ Charles D, Brennan, Alexandria Office 

o c ^ Brennan advised 5/9/73 that in Fall of 1969 or eariv 1^70 on 

^tter church around noon he received rteTephone San 

Placing wiretaps, Sullivan would not discuss matter on ohone since 
officl^*^ said It involved ultra-sensitive situation. BrenLn went to Sullivan's 
office immediately where Sullivan advised him that President Xnn toi 

rmemberWhSo^” sfeff “d and wiretaps were requested 

bbe ptced “ an^Ut d f or ^whom® cSage 

TOMW Sv t?, »' ““M Wrector Hoove, at ho»o and 

tt“»tog“Mrph»efRS» S°buSiv'S' h“S' 
the workfol sinvar with Hosamus assuring him he had handled 

has f , ^“'■h'^an. Brennan knew Sullivan shortly after nrorect starieri 

CONTINUED - OVER 







Memo for Mr. Walters 

Re; Wiretaps • . • 

whom wiretaps placed but does seem to recall names of Henry Brandon 

S Wen^°n^ Sonnenfeldt coming up in short discussions ’ 

with Wells about results of wiretaps. Wells told him on occasions that 
project was fruitless as majority of material was social gossip. 

Ait- Brennan recalls receiving visit in about AuOTst 1971 at hie? 

9th and D office from Sullivan who said he had a Sy loaded brLf 
Mardian containing highly sensitive material which the 

Attorney General was interested in reviewing. According to W C SulUvan 
b“ase“‘irMm " ir f Sullfvan instructid Bfenna^SjSer 

^ ?•" efter Sullivan left, called Mardian's office 

rmining Mardian would be back in about thirty minutes at whii'h Hmo 

Som ‘r “■ •“chlSSn «*s“X 

from Sullivan. Brennan claims he did not open brief case and cann^ ^ 
specifically recall whether or not it was even locked. BrenSn toerefore 
co^d not say whether or not brief case contained any material regarding these 
wiretaps Brennan said he made no record or phone call to sSa^or 
unyouG 6isc Ebout dGlivGry of briGf cusg* 

not thpn^nr^c"^" SuiUyan 5/8/73 at funeral, but claimed he did 

hen or since Sullivan left Bureau discuss this matter with him. 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 


^terview of monitori ng employer! I WFO • R /q/7^ 

log tliat Daniel Ellsbere^steved at^om entry on someone else's 

Halperin^s residencp 

Recalls incident only because^this^wn^ other details of these conversations, 
a member of the White House staff At the tf ^ involved Dr. Halperin, 
meant nothing to him ELc^i; *7®,name Daniel EUsberg 

recall details nor date ^f call Leslie Gelb but cannot 

Pentagon. Papers Mattel ' R'^s^o 

SA 

WFO 19 gb) UltUctober l97n former monitoring clerk at 

by White House in attempf -I’-rorci- Project was initiated 

not permanently assiS tMs nroilct hnf n! 

he construed as being leaks of vitil infornat^Sm^^^ToS?^ ^ 
ACTION: 


Dromntiv*l^, 7 ^nH®^f expeditious attention and you will be 

promptly advised of all pertinent developments. 
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Assistant Attorney General 
Criminal Division 

Acting Director, FBI 


.b pec<3^. 


May 9,' I9?3 

Original impounded By 
court order* See memo 
'in 63-16063-13 

3u, we. 


Attached hereto Is a brief meraoranduni 
concerning the ongoing investigation of alleged wire 
taps possibly relevant to the Ellsberg case. My 
recommendation Is that this memorandum be 


immediately filed with the Court. 
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PRELIMINARY REPORT CONCERNING ONGOINft 

mvestigation of possible xvStakS? 
MCT'SMBN and others 


attpntioa office as Acting Director of the FBI my 

beeim-e tanS allegation that FBI personnel had 

of the m ® that a search 

Nevertheless (mmIv 4 taps. 

pro..». « ^TBi’piJSiiirs «sssrs.s5"s’' 

an etectroaie survelUanS oS‘r ,«^®^a®ard talMng from 

mp.oje..s 

Mr. EUsberg was then a guest of 0r. Haiperin. and that 

nor has the investt«Pton to'date licpn^^hw^^^ substance of the conversation 

facts’boat'inff’unon the wire course, Is not complete and further 

of tb» CcnrMc '’® uncovered. Nevertheless, in view 

^Sir I anfat iriormation relating to this 


declassified 
O N. 
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. U 'MTED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 



W. Mark Felt 


FROM :E, S. Miller 


SUBJEC 


DATE; 5/10/73 

Jasiei 

1 - Mr, Felt 
1 - Mr, Walters 
1 - Mr. E. S, MUler 


a> \ 
C a> ' 
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O rH 
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B u Oi 

■H ® CO 
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H CO 

a o H 
ci I 
H -P to 
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. ^ _1 -* Mr, Walters 

:^£BEL IMINARY re port rownFBTjrwr! 1 - Mr. E. S, MUler 
jpNGO lNG INVESTIGATION OF POSSIBLE 1 " Mr. Wannall 

waErsrf SFTBwMTOm 'oTOffRS- /-/“••• 


Mr. Baker__ 

Mr. Callahan__ 

Mr. Cleveland_ 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Gebhardt _ 

Mr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall . ^ 

Mr«MilJef, E.S?^ 

Mr. Soyars__ 

Mr. Thompson __ 

Mr. Walters_ 

Tele. Room_ 

Mr. Baise__ 

Mr. Btvncs_ 

Mr, Bowers__ 

Mr. Herington_ 

Mr. Connjy_ 

Mr. Mints_ 

Mr. Eordley __ 

Mrs, Hogan_ 


For your information and for the record I want to call your 
attention to the letter Mr, Fardley prepared for the Acting Director to 
send to the Assistant Attorney General, Criminal Division of the Depart- 
dated 5/9/73, forwarding a .brief memorandum {yellow file copies 
attached) concerning the ongoing'investigation of the ^legation of possible 
wiretaps on newsmen and others. 

ffou M iTi, ^ attachment to the letter Mr. Eardley pointed out that 
Shortly after assuming office as Acting Director of the FBI my attention 
was called to the-newspaper allegation that FBI personnel had, been wire-* 
tapping unidentified newspapermen. I was also informed that a search 
of the FBI s records had not disclosed the substance of any such wiretaps. 
Nevertheless, on May 4, 1973, I initiated an investigation to interview 
present and retired FBI personnel for the purpose of determining if 
possible, whether there had been any such taps. ^ 

.V 

I would like to respectfuUy point out that although the foregoino- 
statement IS generally correct, in my opinion it contains some inaccuracies 
which portrays the situation in a bad light. My own recollection of the 
developments surrounding the Acting Director's being informed concerning 
the allegation relating to wiretaps on newsmen is that at the time he was 
informed concerning the allegation on May 4, 1973, he was also informed 
that a previous inqu^y in 1971 revealed that wiretaps had in fact been placed 
newsmen and White House staff members from 1969 to 197L and that 

wiretaps had been removed from custody of 

the FBI by former Assistant to the Director W. C. Sullivan and delivered 

^ former Assistant Attorney General Robert C, Mardian, shortly before 
SuUivan^s retirement in 19^0'^' j ^ j-uxc 

V. , n ^ ^ 6£- 9 ■ 

Enclosures 


Enclosures ^ 
ESMibjrXii, 

( 5 ) ^ 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. Mark Felt 
Re: Preliminary Report Concerning 
Ongoing Investigation of Possible 
Wiretaps of Newsmen and Others 


As I recall the sequence of events, the Washington Post 
carried a feature story in the 5/3/73 issue, alleging that wiretaps had 
been placed on phones of two reporters In 1971 in connection with leaks 
of the Pentagon Papers to the press. The story indicated that these 
wiretaps had been supervised by G. Gordon Liddy and E. Howard Hunt 
who were then working for the White House, The article also indicated 
that the team of wiretappers were, not employed by the FBI. 

Then, on 5/4/73, the Washington Post carried a story 
repining that U. S. District Judge Matt Byrne, presiding over the 
Elleberg case in Los Argeles, had ordered the Government to prove to 
mm that the case against Ellsberg and Russo had not been tainted through 
secret investigations and wiretaps. Part of Byrne's ire, accordina to 
the article in the Post, was based on the storiL appearhig “the^reL 
allegmg that newsmen had been wiretapped. 

With the publicity and attendant developments relating to 
ae alleged wiretaps of newsmen, I felt that it was imperative to inform 
me Acting Director of facts we had previously developed to indicate that 
the newspaper stories concerning possible wiretaps on newsmen were 
at least m part true. I discussed this with Mr. Walters and in afeter 
discussion with the Acting Director on me morning of 5/4/73 Mr. Walters 
conveyed to him that further information concerning the allegations in 
me papers was in the possession of the Intelligence Division since all 
national security electronic surveUlances are handled by that Division. 


T Mr. Walters, Section Chief T. J, Smith, and 

I met with the Actmg Director in his office on the morning of 5/4/73 for 
a discussion concerning me newspaper allegations. We explained to him 
that from early 1969 to about the first part of June, 1971, national security 

placed at me specific request of the White House and 
TOth the approval of the Attorney General on certain newsmen and White 
House staff members in connection with high level leaks of classified 


CONTINUED - OVER . 
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Memorandum to Mr. W. Mark Felt 
Re; * Preliminary Report Concerning 
Ongoing Investigation of Possible 
Wiretaps of Newsmen and Others 


national security information. We explained that due to the prevalence 
of the aforementioned leaks and the absolute necessity to maintain the 
tightest possible security, knowledge of these wiretaps and the product 
therefrom was restricted to only those FBI personnel essential to the 
operation and that all records concerning them were maintained in the 
possession of former Assistant to the Director W. C, Sullivan. 


• We explained that in early October, 1971, following a bitter 
dispute between Sullivan and Mr. J. Fdgar Hoover, which led to the ■ 
retoement of Mr. Sullivan, it was discovered that the records relating 
to the special wiretaps which had been maintained by Mr. Sullivan had 
disappeared, but that information was developed that Sullivan had turned 
these records over to former Assistant Attorney General Robert C. 
Mardian, We related the allegation that had also appeared in print that 
supposedly threatened to expose the wiretaps on newsmen 
^d White House staff members if efforts were made to force him to step 
down from his position as Director of the FBI, and that the turning over 
of these records to Mardian might have been aimed at preventing exposure 
Hio ^ by Hoover. I recall that the Acting Director inquired as to 

the possibilities of prosecuting responsible individuals and we voiced the 
opinion that it would probably not be possible to prosecute for several 
reasons, not the least of which was the absence of a corpus delecti. 


Mr. Smith, who had previously identified sixteen individuals 
who were subject to wiretap during the pertinent period, was able to recall 
a few of them for the Acting Director and he specifically named Henry 
T’fu London Sunday Times; Dr. Morton Halperin, formerly 

of tt^ National Security Council and who has figured prominently in the 
Ellsberg case; William Safire, formerly National Security Council member, 
^ recalled that two New York Times writers were included, although 

Mr. Smith said that he could 

undoubtedly reconstruct the identities of all those he had uncovered before, 
^d that work would start on this immediately and information would be 
furnished to him as soon as we could get it together. 


CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memorandum to Mr, W. Mark Felt 
Re: Preliminary Report Concerning 
Ongoing Investigation of Possible 
Wiretaps of Newsmen and Others 


ti. ^Ing Director agreed that we should try to reconstruct 

St?,"? “f T“ '““t “ » SS“S 

copies of all pertinent newspaper and magazine articles relating to the 
^egahons concerning wiretaps on newsmen. He also asked for copies 
L. Patrick Gray's testimony before the Senate Judiciary 

SrSed toTe I n- "T® and transcripts were 

rurmsned to the Actmg Director later the same day. 

fnrniQhcH may appear to be a rebuttal of the statement 

r'ffK but I have not intended it to be such. Rather 

JSteaTC the PRI Director by Mr, Eardley 

allegations were called to the Acting Director's attention without back- 

frae Fm by officials of the FBI and further implies that wiretaps 

y I on newsmen had continued up to the present time* (2) that he 

^rr" ?< ™ “ «»• 

Li qualifications relating to the facts: and 

Stion on ae ^ personnel could not or would not furnish him an’y infor¬ 
mation on ae allegations, he initiated an investigation, 

linrto^ M,= ^ P^^eise statement of the facts and that 

^vp p presentmg the statement to ae Department to 

^h prfcistt -dia! 

r.«.i t. have not withheld any information from the Actmg Director 

all thp effort to cooperate and furnish him with 

|R the facts and information which we feel wUl be of assistance to him 
I have discussed this matter with Mr, Walters and he agrees 


CONTINUED - OVER 
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Memoranaum to Mr. W. Mark Pelt 
Re: Preliminary Report Concerning 
Ongoing Investigation of Possible 
Wiretaps of Newsmen and Others 


RECOMMRNDATION: 


observations be furnished to the Acting Director 
to h?™ answering possible inquiries which may be directed^ 

to him^m the event the above statement as furnished to the DenLtmeS 

f'^el Is rgooSs£l2^^'°’^^ misinterpreted by the media, which I 


C'JuQ/yp' 
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Memorandum 

MR. WALTERS 



DECLASSIFI 
OK 


TIED BY 

J* 


DATE; 


5/10/73 


7*2.-/ 




3”a-^le- 


FROM : INSPECTOR O. T, JACOBSONt^ 

subject:^^ (^ETAP S on NEWSPAPEEMEN 

This is our dal^ progress report of the oiT^ng inquirv 
being conducted by the Inspection Division in the captiotied mater. 



f7SS 

/ } . / Baker_ 

Mr. Callahan_ 

Mr. Cleveland_ 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Gebhardt_ 

Mr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall_ 

Mr. Miller. E.S. ^ 

Mr. Soyars__ 

Mr. Thompsony^ 
/^r^^Warters 

Tele. Room_ 

Mr. Daise_ 


that so 


Office of the Acting Director, FBI advised 
JhaiMS during 1965 former Assistant Director W. C. Sulliran 

2 Intel licrpn no riixH o •« {X\ li \ \ __. ^ 


Mr. Barnes_ 

Mr. Bowers_ 

Mr. Herington_ 

Mr. Conmy_ 

Mr. Mintz_ 

Mr. Eardley_ 

Mrs. Hogan__ 


Juliet;tor W. ij onlMvan 

Domestic Intelligence Division (DID), telephonically contacted Director Hoover 

raSe “ White Ho^use and that Whte Ho^LrrSld ' 

FBI place ff^r eteps on specific individuals whose names she could not recall 
l^^^^believes requests originated from Colonel Haig of Dr KiSer's 
st^f at the White House. Mr. Hoover advised Sullivan at thit time thS: SLl 

AttorneJ tenLS^Shn Mtchell^^W^^^ authorization by the then 

concerns-these sM^i^Seta ’c request for wiretap authorization 

aonrovai f special wiretaps was prepared for the Attorney General's 

Files" mk iritaTned in the yellow file copy in the "Official Confidential 

well as all ni-hpr dnni f ^ f office. She stated this correspondence (as 

result FM mes I "^"^^ually nade part of 

authnri^aHnn ft,.. VJss-^“r-certain the requeslsfor Attorney General 

orinal ten wwtf a® prepared at DID, and consisted of an 

wlute, and yellow copy. The Attorney General's office would keen ' 

writenTuthon?^^^^ * containing the Attorney Generate 

to pro inafmSs Shi d,H I Jp^^sumes the original white was returned 
Attorney General's offici authorization come back from the 

Uiis waf to her these wiretaps were "special" since 

rois was me first time to her recollection that yellow conies of Attornev General 
au horization requests for wiretaps were kept in the Directs" office AU 

best°of Of "special" wiretaps were maintained in one folder. Also to the 

respite in summaries containing wiretap 

followed bffs^^arv I justification letter was also 

were for^LdedTiSTid .L U, t, summary letters 

annroSmatefv fi t^a^nH M 1 °"' u ° them. She beUeved there were 

approximately 6 to 8 individuals who were subjects of these wiretans 

' .S.. ^ * 

Original impounded by 

75'iJ rS^/0 

(2) . in 63-l6oe^..l3^„^ CONTINUED - OVEE__ 


b6 

b7 


C 



m(^. 
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Memo for Mr, Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 

While W, C. Sullivan, was still Assistant Director of mTi a * * 
was made by Mr Hoover that an i^irecror ol DID, a decision 

. . , * noover inat ail correspondence regarding "sneclan^ 

sT£.:“Jd“L d“£ *!“‘o 

T‘=' " fcr**" '‘“T “ =“»«£ =*“s to 

tenure in the‘l ArPrW i « nff * emphatically that during her 16-year 

cKs and balances had to be maintained at all times 

thorouenear^h J nin 1; . mmsing he was instructed to conduct a 

matter, his inquiry established that the only indMduals a^FBITO ^ * 

'h SABern^d Wells ™?hrmrrcto^^ 

SSe rSLs'oftiTe r SA S ' 

envelope from WasMn^ofS oKwFoT^nT"^ ^ 

£ssr£.r““"^ s 

around the end of May or fSst part of ^q 7 T''®F^? discontinued 

was learned through Miller's inauirv that the discontinuance it 

„«. ^ X ’ **® departed on leave prior to his retirpmant tv. 

To^Wt! “tatter Miller learned that SA Weils toM SA' 

mateLl^weeS prtLio lO/S/n'^ sensitive 

attemnt tn iparn u 10/2/71 Miller contacted Wells in an 

£n Toll MlUor that ru£2£“. 

was ro£Md"y fo “‘"iSg W “m« S *°tS' " t™° 

£3oo1f/(*£if£“’ ‘S”“* » ■ 

ssured him (Mitchell) the sensitive material had been destroyed, and the Attorney 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 


io/sASu?r'SSa„g'5^dCSv^^^^^ 

Mr, Felt. When Mardian was“finallv rpanh’^^h^ *? t’y 

not to discuss this matter and I can'f discucsti'^-l’^ instructed Wells 

orders. The Director will have to riil ! ^-5“ Attorney Geiffal's 
He also said, -t want to SsXt tS s ” 

e material back to DID and suggested that attemptsTe mSe to"loGite''rt Ee. 

to Mr. Felt he sent thEeci^ Es°abo4''3^{lk^'1!T" personally admitted 
thi^® f available to Mardian. Former building 

this, and gave brief case of material to Ma^d^T 

articles 2/26/73EuesEnMrSng a Kme^m^^ Washington Post feature 
out 2/26/73 accused the FBI hafEEsd f issue comino- 

3 years previously and a number of Wh^o^w^ ® -I *'®PO^ters ’ telephones 

aides. The article twh?ah^ aides in connection with leaks 

that Acting Director L. Patrick Grav m garbled) related 

months before u. S. Supreme Court^ovprvT ? °a® and a half 

As a result of these articles MlI^ESd m^® o®u ^ 197^ 

concerning FBI investigation involving wiretans of ^^ackground details 
House aides between 1969 and 197 i (nrfor to nZ n and certain White 

Director) who were subject of eleotronio = Gray s designation as Actino- 
Placed at request of PreSeS Eon and as well as wiretaps ^ 

between December, mi and Jme iw Attorney General on individLls 
suspected in connection with leaks frnPr “0*^ newsmen but persons 

. Felt reportedly advised Mr. Grayofa^ve Staff to Jack Anderson, 

being inSewEhS'SterEn'^^AlS’ Smfsecretary, is 
Robert Mardian is being interviewed af’t)l ®^ Assistant Attorney General 
interviews will be promptly furnished when°^EintS^°'^®' Results of these 

ACTION; 


This inquiry will continue 


to receive expeditious attention. 










Mr. Williaia C. Sullivan 
Director 

Office of National Narcotics Intelligence 
Acting Director, FBI 


May 10, 1973 




" OF^THE PLACED AT REQUEST Original impounded by 

ur IRE WHITE HOUSE court order. See memo 

■in 63-16062..13/LJ^ 
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DECMssiy^a 

Background 1 1ffy'? - imH- 

coverage^^arrta?sroi“erSwSe2LsfsSfm^^^ 

to uncover possible leaks at the Vvbite House aiieSS^ th Attf ^ la oi'der 

Ilttl til. FBI MaateaJ’/s«Stt«'^ “■ "“'“s requested 

up oidte („ SS Sv.SjrSXrt*" 

to the FBI? method were these requests for wiretap coverage transmitted 

' were these requests made? 

General MitcSu 'S w?s?h? from then Attorney 

this nature? Was ^ “Otters of 

:i- 3 ::meach? Knot, why? Kso, wherrmr^Uuch^ritt^ 

■aiifli»an-4oeateQ9 ' sucli written a.uthorization now b© 

tovclond_ _ 1 — 
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Mr, William C, Sullivan. 

i 

a. If so, describe such records, 

b. Where, v/hen, and by whom were such records kept? 

c. Were these records maintained in your personal and 
official custody while serving as Assistant Director and Assistant 
to ihs Director ? 


d. If so, on whose order were they so maintained? 

e. Vl^o had access to these records while in your custody ? 

f. What became of tiie records in yew custody? 

A* records were maintained by FBI personnel other tiian 

^wself describe the records, identify the persons having custody, the period 
me of such custody, the present whereabouts of such records, if Jmown ?nd 

to „to«.gt.Ib^nStoScf 

»iaT oHicials In the United States Department of Justice and 

recollection, name tlie Individuals on -< 7 hoia 

Wiretaps were placed, 

diirirvo- reccllectim, state the approximate times 

QUimg which each wiretap was m operation. 

from each w^etap* recollection, describe the results acMeved 

Hnn V personnel who had any connection with ihe kstalla- 

S«SrtoS«.'“ "" *»,„toau„ «t tte „Mte „t Ih. wir.top 


- 2 - 







Mr. William C. Sullivan 

4 

.12. To whom and in what manner was such information disseminated? 
continueMle wfre“ Instructions issued to dis- 

« FBI were these instructions issued? When did 

sssr'“< ““ '-•w “off 

f 

r>hot.i«K n' i?“ yon advised Mr. W. Mark Felt that you gave 

(now SAC at FBI Office in Alexandria) a brief case coSaW 
* obtained as a result of the above wiretaps with instruction^ 

wither le o^toinod L ^ “AtoT/oenSSS’.r 

dtrectlv^o intemal FBI records 

Sfs f wKhomT conversations did you have with others regarding 

17. On whose authority was this decision made? 

18. Why was this material turned over to Mr. Mardian? 

^^®P°®“^o“’®®nnaade of this material and bv whom? w»« 
the Attorney General aware of the disposition ? ^ ^ 

fWr. copies made by you or anyone else to your knowledge of 

M “• ‘“““‘W *• ». M.r<l,a.7 If 

0. a., 

ft.® Jy WStorifc? “■ ““'I. •»> »“!> WW 


3 










Mr. William C. Sullivan 

wlr.bpfoVe5;r“oS'SSfaT«^^^ >“ 

details. after auttorization was rescinded ? If so, provide 

or anyone else ton^ovtJ^an^mtiti-^v Mardlan 

Hunt, James McCord Tr'-n r™ ^ ^ matter to Gordon Liddv, Howard 

.her'.? !?,X pSafiir' " "" 

such lealss? If so. proS dElt 


An expeditious respoiise is ^requested. 













Mr. William C, Sullivan 


NOTE: When approached for interview on May 9, 1973^ by Inspector 
N. F. Starnes and Special Agent G. O, Watt, Mr. William C, Sullivan 
after having been advised of the nature of the inquiry requested that all 
questions concerning this matter be directed to him in writing. He stated 
he would then to the best of his ability answer each question presented. 

This communication is being directed to him from the Acting 
Director in view of the highly sensitive nature of the inquiry as well as the 
desirability of a prompt response. 
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UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

, ^ 'Memorandum 



TO 


FROM 


Mr. William D. Ruckelshaus 
Acting Director 

Federal Bureau of Investigation ^ECIiASS 

, f y 

William C. Sullivan 
Director ^ 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


DATE: May 11, 1973, 


Q 


Office of National Narcotics Intelligence 



SUBJECT; .SENSITIVE COVERAGE PLACED AT REQUEST 
OF THE WHITE HOUSE - - 


Original impounded by- 
court order. See memo 

Please refer to your memorandum to me of Ma^^0^^1973 • 

your questions I will follow thp ^ answering 

question 1 through 25. ^ your memorandum extending from 

> 

^ it would be >nc.st 

PP opr ate if this question was addressed to Mr. Haldeman. 


2 . 

3. 






By both conversations and written communications. 

directly of Mr. J. Edgar Hoover 

or indirectly through iryself, 

es, these records were maintained in my office at the FBI. 

included logs, summaries and correspondence. 
0>)y^ indicated, these records were maintained in my office. 



(c) Yes. 


(d) They were maintained by me on the orders of Mr. J. Edcar 
Hoo^r. He did not want them in FBI files and s^d so 
on two or three occasions. 


Wells, then a supervisor in the Domestic 

. t t^handfrtL secretary selected 

W ' part).' dictation Crestricted to two for the most 

.O records, on Presidential and Attorney General request 

r . U- ^C-a\ ^ ■■ i ■ Security Division of the Department^ 

' kv 5% '■■ X-rtJ W, %■ yS'O \ 
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f 


maintained, as indicated, in my office and 
not by personnel other than myself. ^ ^ 

werfRobertlayner^I^rhandleriia^ 

the analysis and dictation, ^'myself’haSlW adSnJtrationf^^ 

vLfplaced incrndedriJX^dson® MarW^^ 

Mr. Lord, Mr. Lake Mr '^tn-fVTa ^ « -i Henry Brandon. 

«h.„ w., IS,™" ■ 

9. I do not re^mber the approximate times but the eeneral M™. 
period was from 1969 1971, general time 

• ^ 10. The records were considered to be very helpful In Rnm« 

end in others they werp nf ^ neiprul in some cases 

the specific eSZ.« L^olved “ ^ 

. “■ connLtefvi^'^the^nstaufufPersonnel who were 

Field Office I do ^ be secured from the Washington 

already set forth those hanllf ° installations. I have 

Government. handling the materials at the Seat of 

' s^g^rt^r^^to Ihl 1 Hoover's 

addressed to and -L'tf th^Prls^^d^rand^^li^^^^’^^ 

p'^epar^rf^rL'lL^ H-lHeman.* A few s^rnSrie^" 
prepared for the Attorney General in memorandum form! 

to discontinue came from the White 
House and were relayed to Mr. Hoover. 

Mr. too^J"kf ^““Od to me. However. 

Mr. Haideman, and DrrTLsCr!'!™! Scalf 
activity ceased during the flrs^ pa« of igil.’ 

“■ to'thTspL'Lfwit^'^"^" “H Cotters related ' 

.'~rs;.sr 

in^tructiorto Mr.“^rdSn^ °i Sf project on 

With others. It was my decision oonversatlon about it. 

Mr. Hlldf^n^aS^Mn^Hoovir^^lhev President, 

Mr. Haideman. decided the letters would go to 
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Mr. William D. Ruckelshaus 




17.' 


18. 


19. 


21 , 

22 . 


following a discussion°ln^deptrwith the material, 

security and possible abuses'of tU^Il'erul 

Mr.SufLI^sptse^: SntS^ 

request. rial and Attorney General 

S w“^o n^t taow^ Tdo Tfl'^ ®®t“tity. Where and 


20. No. 


To Dr. Kissinger and later this was changed to Mr. Haldeman. 
appeared on the logs which Lre relevL^^ anything 


23. No. 


24. No. 


25 . 


judg^rfrom SrnatL'*'of"tMr/f 

details if correct it would'^se information and the precise 
come from inside the FBI. ^ 
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This is a summary of our progress of the on-going inquiry 


M being conducted by the Inspection Division in response to the memorandum 

' from Acting Director Ruckelshans to Mr. Felt dated 5/4/73 in the captioned 
matter. 


Mr. Felt_ 

^fr. Baker_ 

Mr. Callnhan_ 

Mr. Cleveland_ 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Gcbhordt 
Mr. Jenkins_ 

S Marshall__ 

Miller, E.S, _ 

Soyar^__ 

Mr. ThormJson 

Teio, Hoop_ 

Mr. Bai&e_ 

Mr, Barnes 

""Mr. Bowers_ 

“Mr. Herington_ 

, Mr. Chnmy_ 

Mr. Mintz_ 

Mr. Eardley_ 

Mrs. Hogan__ 


INTERVIEW WITH FORMER DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE OFFIC IAL 
Former Assistant Attorney GeneraLRobert Ci^iMardian 


^ ^ r rj t n ,; 


e Robert C. Mardian interviewed Phoenix, Arizona, advised first time 
he heard of White House wire taps subject of thisIS^ST/ wb during last two S 

weeksof July, 1971. Mardian at that time contacted by W. C. Sullivan who h 

advised in substance he had highly sensitive wiretap material which was S 

"out of channel” at the FBI. SulUvan felt he was in trouble with Mr ILver ^ 
Md possibility existed he would be fired. W. C. Sullivan wanted Mardian 
to convey to President of United States that this material was in existence. .T 

Sullivan s reason for doing so was to preclude Mr. Hoover's using this ’ ? ! 

information to blackmail President Nixon, This was strictly W„ C. Sullivan's ^ ! 
opinion, Mardian contacted John Mitchell, Attorney General, relayed Mr. ^ 
Sullivan's request. Mr, Mitchell said he would handle. Short time later * 
^rd^n contacted by Western White House, San Clemente, California by 
individual whose name he would not divulge, and instructed to fly immediately 
Clemente to see the President, Mardian obeyed instructions. Met 
with President of the United States and received two instructions: one pick up 
material from Sullivan and deliver to White House, Washington, D. C. * second 
10 insure Sullivan's material matched with summaries on hand at White House, 
Mardian returned to Washington and contacted Sullivan, requested all material 
to which Sullivan referred. This material delivered by Assistant Director FBI 

delivered in old 'iDeat up” sichel, olive drab in color,' 
wim initials of W, C. Sullivan thereon. Shortly thereafter Mardian delivered 
satchel to Dr. Henry Kissinger and General Alexander Haig at White House. 

In Kissinger's and Haig's presence, White House correspondence checked against 
chronological check list which listed all material sent toVhite House by date. 
White House summaries in possession of Dr. Kissinger chgcke^ found intact. 

As best Mai’dian recalls he then gave ^eck list to Mff^.'x Wlj'lmati,. who'as 

OTJ:wmj . ,l L> 
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* Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 



best Mardian recalls, checked summaries in his possession against check list. 
Two summaries found missing. After check was made Mardian said he took the 
satchel, which he believes contained summaries, the check list and telephone 
surveillance logs, and delivered them to the Oval Room in White House. 

Mardian declined to identify recipient. 


It is to be noted that an FD -302 prepared in detail has been separately 
furnished to Mr. Ruckelshaus on this interview, 

r* * 

former^XJnited States AttorneyGeneral 

^ John G. Mitchell on 5/11/73 advised to the best of his recollection 
sometime during the Spring or Summer of 1969 former FBI Director Hoover met 
with him and advised him that the FBI at that time had some wiretap coverage on 
certain individuals requested by the White House. These wiretaps were reportedly 
instituted to uncover possible leal^s emanating from the White House specifically 
from the National Security Council (ISC ). Mitchell stated that up until this 
meeting with Director Hoover he had no knowledge that any such special wiretaps 
requested by the White House were in effect. He stated to the best of his recollection 
the request was made directly from the White House to either Mr. Hoover or former 
Assistant Director W, C. Sullivan. Mitchell stated he never saw nor approved any 
such requests for wiretap coverage from the FBI, stating none were submitted to 
him by the FBI. Mitchell stated the reason Mr. Hoover came to him at that time 
was because he, Hoovo:, w® greatly concerned tint such wiretaps were in effect 
and wanted Mitchell to informally intercede with the White House in an effort to 
discontinue these wiretaps. To the best of MitchelFs recollection he did, sometime 
thereafter, discuss these wiretaps with either Colonel Haig or Dr. Kissinger at 
the White House and they (Mitchell, Haig and/or Kissinger) agreed that these 
wiretaps could become "explosive'' and that this whole operation was a "dancrerous 
game we were playing. " Mtchell stated, however, that to the best of his 
recollection, nothing was done as a result of his discussions motioned above, 

Mitchell stated that he not only never saw any written request for Attorney General 
authorization for the placement of these wiretaps but he was also unaware of 
any summaries that may have been prepared setting forth the results of these 
wiretaps. 


Mitchell stated to the best of his recollection the next time that he recalls 
hearing of this matter was during the period when former Assistant Director 
Sullivan was "on the skids" with Director Hoover and the FBI. The closest he 
could place this time was approximately early Fall of 1971. He vaguely recalls 
that Robert Mardian, the then Assistant Attorney Geneva 1 in charge of the Internal 
Security Division, XT. S. Department of Justice, contacted him, Mitchell, and at 
this meeting told Mitchell that he had just recently learned from W. C. Sullivan 
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about fte existence of wlretan 

on certain individuals Mardian Placed at the request nf , 

over the way he was beina^rtti'!^?^®'* JMitcheliS S. nf Hois e 

information concerning a'e ^irli ^ I>irector and that he / • 

«ing me wiretaps to Mardian ^ burnished the 

n 


W r, -tviitruiail -tilt; 

I ^t“eifSdSS^ir!Jth*^^ of time Mr Hn 

I showed Mitchell a Problems he wac; ha • Hoover contacted 

«u„«“oS HS-y'™'"- “oSsiCsS,"*™ “ 

I instances. Mitchell reLiic, contrary to the Presid^f'^^^^^^u “.'^bicb 
I I’ld of Mr. Sullivan At thio Hoover that he iad n ^^fbes in many 

I "a little nuts. " Mitchell stated°h^* Mitchell described Mr Suintn^*^® 

1 many instances both became quite conppmi!? of the Intmial 

concerning cases be,Brennarwere S d tbatin 

/ Internal Securitv nix by the Bomestic^TnMri^^^^^^^^ Mardian 

/ felt, to cut him^off fromV^ Department, which ^“d the 

/ ^®eollection Mitchell recalls^fh1,t°7i^*^®®® discussions To the^^^^i ^'’ hoover 

Sullivan to S ew^. «'i^eiap informatio“that ibat he 

/ r^intbebes i£eS ° r",- £ Sen ^ 

/ that he had never ^ '''bite House Mardian felt this 

I from Sullivan and in turn turl^d®®® ^bat MaJdiii however, 

wTe teLTeTf 

"'"'''MtT'*'' P-bliiher 

>"I. Ho„v„ 

.o' 

*0 to. Erlichmiui at ^ ‘“t-ned oi^r 

such a conversation did nS £l®T®* to the btst 

he received no corre<!rvr>noi Place between him and iho r>- ^ recollection 

Mitchell suggested fhe Director rnnfl^ Director and that 

reviewing all corresJon£e£cSeS thM the^Sl^ conversation. 

office. Mitchell stTw lo?'^ located presumablyTn'thi’^^ Attorney 

Period in quest£„t S 0I9?/? Attorney Ln£?i S d " 

currently resides in Orllndf L secretary wasr“'^^^^^i-^2ddui-ing the peittnent 
bad any information or £wled^i°n^ ’ ^‘®bell be believes 

^ <^^S^"“»»»-o.oo.rd;SS.aa'SS,' 3 a., ' 










' Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 

'le^s recently appearing in recent periodicals specificallv) ^iine ^ Maga zip,^^ 
Mitchell stated that Mark Felt of the FBI was responsible for these leaks. When 
asked to explain further, Mitchell stated he could not under any circumstances 
divulge his sources concerning this but he felt they (the sources) were totally 
reliable. Mitchell further stated that he feels sure that W. C. Sullivan also 
has been responsible for some of these leaks to the news media. 



FQRM^ER S-PEG>IA-L A&ENT MIGHA-EL JOSEPH ROZAMUS 


On 5/10/73 former Domestic Intelligence Division QDID) Supervisor 
Rozamus. recalls being called into office by then Section Chief Charles Brennan 
on a Sunday, believed to be in March, 1970. At office Rozamus told by 
Assistant Director William C, Sullivan White House was concerned about 
leal^ from the White House and Bureau was reAtiested to place v/iretaps on, 
to his recollection, about 6 members of pres^ithree names of whom he only 
vaguely recalls, namely Colonel Pursley, John S ears, and Helmut Sonnenfeldt. 
Rozarnus received impression from Sullivan request made of Director Hoover 
personally by Dr. Henry Kissinger. Sullivan told Rozamus this was super- 
sensitive matter, that no record be maintained of these wiretaps, and that 
Director Hoover insisted wiretaps be approved by Attorney General beforehand. 
I^zamus reviewed several fi les Sullivan had on his desk, called in his • 
secretary ! ] since resigned, dictated usual wiretap request 

forms under Sullivan ^s initials and gave all copies to Sullivan for approval on 
following Monday morning. Rozamus had to wait for Sullivan's approval that 
morning since he had a visitor whom Sullivan's secretary said was Dr. Henry 
Kissinger. Kissinger was not seen by Rozamus. Thereafter upon approval 
Sullivan instructed Rozamus to hand carry all copies of request in double sealed 
envelope marked for personal attention of Director Hoover only. Rozamus per¬ 
sonally delivered envelope to Miss Helen Gandy. Shortly thereafter Rozamus 
believes Sullivan advised him Director had approved request and Sullivan instructed 
Rozamus to place projec t in operation. R ozamus believes he called Washington Field 
CKfme (WFO) supervisor } j to do this and orally advised Sullivan 


of this but made no written record. Several weeks later in late afternoon 
Rozamus was instructed by Sulliv an to report t o Assistant to thA p iDeLoach 
where Rozamus dictated to either |or| [one and 

possibly two additional wiretap requests while'Mr. Hoover waited after 6:00 
PM to sign for approval. All copies taken from typewriter personally by DeLoach 
and hand carried by DeLoach to Director and Attorney General Mitchell while 
Rozamus instructed to wait. About 15 to 20 minutes later DeLoach returned saying 
the Director and Attorney General had approved. This occurred about two weeks 
before Rozamus ceased active duty on or about May 24, 1970, and about same 
time Rozamus was breaking in Supervisor Ed Grigalus to take over his work. 
Rozamus had made one extra copy of one request for a guide which he claims he 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re: Wiretaps 

destroyed. nwer^eSwS wireteS'* Rozamus then 

Wells said -Nothing but crap. ” R^ikmul wiretaps and 

OT anyone else but believes Sullivan-sXiTer ^M/^ rP^^^'^^ 

^ew something about project in view of *?nniTrii r Sizoo, probably 

■Office. Hozamus in charo-e of mainfo* - ® frequent absences from 

of wiretaps the Bureau had throughout the number 

|“clude these wiretaps in that count instructed him 

nor drd he ever hear that ERsberg was monitored oran^TLT^^^^^^ 

^gggg™100Bgg^PECIAL AGENT RERNAPn . ^ - 

Intelligence Division, currently t^^pW^^as^^^Attor ® ^P®’''^isor in Domestic 
Division, Department of Justice wS rein fl, “ Criminal 

information developed durw feis InauLTfn^hi®'",f y’lywAS regarding 
original summaries from wiretan Io^q ®ffoot that in late Spring 1971 

inventoried in the office of the then A^sistenf’f House and 

Sullivan. It is noted Wells was inte^l ^ * to tte Director William C. 

knowledge of this matter and failed to mention overall 

why he failed to bring this to the attenZ When asked 

he did not recall being asked and besides thl it, ®^^ted 

retrospect, he now recall7thi in S „VLni T*'* him. In 

^rently assigned PBIHQ as White House liais^on'Ta Robert H. Haynes 

White House the original summaries from Ifn^o ’ ^delivered from the 
been furnished by the FBI to the S HouTe aL f had previously 

during this inventory, he, Sullivan furnished an • Sullivan was not present 
, by SA Haynes and Wells against eak oriSl "'.‘'“h was checked 

the original letter was then matched fn td-dt f^o*^ the White House and 
Wells' recollection the material checked againsMhl”'^ 
understanding from Sullivan that th^rTiofthe Wells' 

returned to the FBI on this occasion originals were 

about sensitive material being kept there^ After concerned 

and matched by SA Haynes and SA WelTs « Inventoried 

tes no knowledge as to its ultimate diitten wVn ®“Hivan’s office and he 
had ever seen FBI wiretap material in thn H he 

former Assistant Attorney General or H ®^°hert C. Mardian, 
seen FBI wiretap material in thSseLlon of./ ™ °^^Wial he had 

he had not in both instances P°®session of Mr. Mardian, to which he replied 


ftervn 


maw 
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. Memo for Mr. Walters 
Re; Wiretaps 

interview of SA ROBERT H. HAYNES 

wT"?«5.^2?,r “r"«'>“« 

was interviewed on 5/11/73. “P *° present time, 

Director^Sn\SiveVJ?^S beginning in 1969 Assistant 

newsmen and certain White House aides SA tastallation of wiretaps oi 

Oh one occasion General Ale^X waT; wv?T ^^^sonably certain that 

to request installation of wiretan on an fnrif telephoned him (Haynes) 

« - <-uisrAL • 

oov.ra “«tt“S 

letters to iSrHoSe ^Sing Suite o/thf^c?^^"'® P^eP^ring 

began delivering these letters in September idfio believes he (Haynes) 

SA Haynes would get telephone raii SnSL ’ ^ handling these letters, 

she had letter for the Whfte House Gandy Director's Office, that 

Office, note on the yelS m?co?v‘ 'D^SfJ 

and his initials. Latter was then LSeS 1 ^ date 

of the addressee on the envelope It fir.Tfii!. deUvered to the office 

Kissinger, sometimes a STetter te ^ Sssfn Jr f to Dr. 

ultimately the letters were addressed to H. r! Sdeial ^’^"®'dent, but , 

f were^enerauydeUverefte^nSHa/^or^S^afS-^Jse'’‘ -1 , 

:I-[ a practical matter most of these letters were deli Jbred to | ~| -’ I 

MO 9tite”n ““ f 

letters to the Presi Jnt J nr J ^ arrangements for the other 

to pick tS urn He wenTto rien and he was sent I 

file certain letters n.=ror-,i tt^j_ 1 Haig who made available fromhis office 
Assistant tn Tnn ^ Haig then referred SA Haynes to^— ] '* 

hn Erlichman, who made available certain letters. All of the- «« 

.__■ -rrtM L 
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‘>‘■1 


• A 

letters were returned by SA Haynes to Sullivan's office. 

At Sullivan's office, SA Haynes assisted formpr qa m^-ii • 

srs'ssss r r rr 

SA Haynes has no information as to location of these records tSeafter 

programOT^a^^of t p° wiretaps under this 

program or any of the circumstances under which they were discontinued. 

ACTION; 

pro.^.i“vrd'*;‘iu'SSX‘'sr,^^^ '»«■ ■X' 
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uxr[\.D sT.\:'}:s governmeinti’ 

MmiGTaniam. 

As c l, - tan jJ 'j.r e c t o r 

P^.eCoras i; .na.r.'-eiTia'flt Division 


STATES i-Kl-AHTMEM’ OF .Jl’STI'. 
FFaKRAL BUKFAl OF L\VESTIGATION 


■Li 


;r.r L Lc •'. O.t 


subj£c-'\j/oe.tc;: , ;-a; pev.. st ai., v 
a. dt ai. 

(a-S.A.C. 

CX', ‘.ij AO'a A'i . K>. l"io7-73 


da'jte: 1 , 2 / 10/79 


Dcp. aD 

Ocp. AO lr>y, _ 

Dir. 

AJai, Stfvj._ 

Clin. Ii»,_ 

Idem,_ 

iflfeit. 

Cobofoiofy_ 

Legfll Covn._ 

PIdiI i In ip._ 

Rec.yjnf. __ 

Tech. Servj _ 

Tuioing_ 
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‘ v-o-'“:-e of action necessary to comply with 

a.'. O'E.c-L of the Court in captioned litigation. 


O'*' ■ "i 


LS 


<x O-w.. I- 


A c ^ / o' 



1.- GE 1 1 LS : On August 5, 1977, U.S.' District 
Judge John Lewis Srrdth entered 
v” Oni .non An. Order in captioned litigation. 
Lv.at Or'Jcr is attached. The Court ordered 

; defendants Insert in Dr. Halperin's 
ci'nis of the depositions of Dr, Henry 
1 :; n J \rni Alexander Haig taken in connection 



c. z \ ,nt.’ Ci, 

lev.:..: c/. 

. ‘'G 

Id// Ov-- 


1/ HR:..;V..‘.ndi.ir. dated November 26, 1979,' (copy 
i:'ie Cvl.jiiiai Division, Departevent of Justice, 
the rcli rivanr portions -of the Kissinger and Haig 
3 cu'.d rcqncsvod compliance vjith the August 3, 
r . i'h..- Dc yarc.uieut further requested notification 

pli<v.m.e wilt the Ordt-r. 



£.) 



A ccc..cc:v V i.' a.e FBI Headquarters Central Records 
Hvyci .hev 21, 1979, indicated the. following 
> idu-n, /ia/Is with plaintiff Morton Halperin 
il !.C' consl'. owed "security files": 
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R.ecords Manaseinent Division 

RE: MORION H, K^iVPERIN, et al., v. 

HENRY A KISSINGER^ et al. 

In order to insure conpliance v/ith the Court’s 
Order of ^*ugust 5> 1977, Legal Counsel believes that copies 
of the Or^.-er-and deposition transcript’portions should be 
filed in ,_11 of the above files - 


RECCMKEN’ / Tio.^; 1, 


fii ^ 


That copies of this memorandum and 

d_in FBIHQ 
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2. That Records Management Division advise J 

Legal Counsel Division of the serial n-umber .if- 
as:::..gncd this memoraridi.!m in each of the above files in ■ \ 1 

order th.-c the Department of Justice may be advised of 
ou-? compliance Xvith the Court’s Order. 










ALL INFOKtlATIOir COIfTABrED 

HEFIIN Ui OTCLISSIFIED 


DATE 12“30~2009 BY 60322 UC/LP/STP/.JCF S'lLVD'S s) i STP..r.CT COijRT 

I li for the district of COr-Lii'-BIA 


>;ORTOK H. HALPEKIN, et al. , 
Plaintiffs 


K (SSIFGER, 


Defendants 


! •- S' p 


, aUGP Wi • ■ 


OA'iTi) Ciiirt 
Civil Action . 


NO- 1187-73 


MEMORA.NDUi>5 OPINION A.ND ORDER 


Follc-'.viri^ earlier procGedin 9 s in this case^ the Court 
found nhat forner President Richard Nixon, his Whits House 
Assistant, H. R. Ralceran, and Attorney General John Mitchell 


•d violated the 


'ourth'.Arr^endment. rights of plaintiffs 


Mortcr. l-rlperin, his v;ife', and tvo children by subjecting • 
them tc a twenty-ona month telephone wiretap, helper in v_._ 
''\'^ss''’'*'c^“r, t^^'F'-SuoO'SOS (1976). Now oe — oie uhe Court is 
the question of monetary and injunctive relief. 

While conceding that they have suffered no palpable 
injurv”,'—^ ulaintirrs nevertheless insist, on c^ni.iages measured 
by the $100 per cay standard set forth in Section 802 of the 
Omnibus «v7rr,me Control and Safe Street?Acc, 13 U.S.C. §2S20. 
See-Cveib ou v. Mitchell , 516 F.2d 594,663-64 (D.C.Cir. 1975), 


1 / "NO pla 


li purport: 

I' ?iS?o::s: 


TacUr'claims any loss of employment or income 
from the electronic surveillance overhearings. 

closure of the electronic surveillance.[orl the 

use of the electronic surveillance. " PL.AINTitPS * 

0 FEDERAiL DEFENDANTS' REODEST FOR ADMISSIONS. 


! 







concern in early 1969 over the leaking 'of confidential for^ 
eicn policy inforniation." Despite .the^ Court's rejection of 
derendants'• good faith defense, their conduct cannot fairly 
be cnaractecized as a v;ar;ton, reckless or rnalicious dis¬ 
regard or plaintiffs’ rights justifying the imposition of 
punitive sanctions. K.nippen v. Ford I-;otor Cosioaxr/ . 545 

F.2d 993, 1002 (D.C. Cir.' 1976) . 

_ J.L- is evident, there lore, that the only ' pecuniary relief 

available to plaintiffs .is nominal damages in 'the amount of 
One Dollar.i^ ‘ ' 

Plaintiffs further ask for an order enjoining defen- 
danrs rrom unlawfully intercepting plaintiffs' future 
convarsatio.ns e.nd frcr. using or disclosing information con¬ 
cerning past wiretaps, Kr. Kalderaan'and Mr. Mitchell are .in 
prison. Jrir.-.^.ixpji. .is.,in.-.voluntary secjLusion and is pro¬ 
hibited by “he Twenty-Second Air.endment from regaining the 
Orfica or President. Co.nseguently, the proposed relief is 
unnecessary. ‘ 

Plaintins seek additional injunctive relief .with, 
regard to the disposition of the records of the surveillance. 
They agr^e that tne original logs, sun'mary letters, 
authorizations, and other records relating to the wiretap 
should be retained by the Department of Justice with'futupe 
access to be determined by the Court. But they insist that 

Chesapeake S -Potomac Telephone Company v. Clay ., I 94 
F. 2c S'SS (D.C. Cir. 1552). C^. Magnett v. Pelletier , 4S8 

F. 2d 33 (Ist Cir. 1973) {$1 nominal.damages);■See generally, 

J. STEIM, DPJ-mGES .^COvlERY §§ 177-131 (1972’). 
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they should have the only copy of these records and should 
be relieved of their obliyation, under the April 1974 
Protective Order, not to disclose to anyone matter contained 
therein. The government acquiesces in plaintiffs' request 
for a copy of the logs' but ashs that it also he .permitted to 
keep a copy for the duration of three similar, pending 
cases.-/ This is a reasonable req-usst and it will be granted 
by the Court*. However, the government contention that any 
gag order should apply to all parties, not just defendants, 
is viewed in a different light. . There is no compelling 
reason ror prohibiting plaintiffs from revealing the contents 
of tneir own conversations. 

Finally Dr. Halperin requests that his security file 
be a.“:.ended to include a statement by Dr. Kissinger that the 
• wiretap produced no information impugning either Dr,' 

Halperin*s. loyalty or Inis 'discretion,. General Haig_ had 
mistakenly informed the ?3I that Dr^. Halp’erin was relieved 
ox his National Security Council position because of infor- 
iivaticri gathered from the tap. Fairness requires inclusion 
of the Kissinger statement, and .the government has agreed 
to add it. 

Accordingly, it is by the .Court this u^^-'day of 
August, 1977 

CKDSRSD that defendants Nixon, Haldeman and Mitcheli 
are liable, jointly and severally, to each of the plaintiffs 
for r.cmrr.al damages in the amount of One Dollar; and it is 


5/' pllsDorg vl Pi tch eJl, C.A. 1879-72 {D.D.C.); Lake v. 


Ehrlichman, C.A. 74'~8B7 (D.D.C- 

) r Smith v. 

Nixon, 

C.A. 

75-'793 (D.D.C.) . 


. ! 
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fur-trier 


j OKDERED that the Court's April 1, 1974 Protective 

Order be, did the same hereby is’, dissolved, and all files 
and documents previously covered by that Order be disposed 
Ol as follows: (A) originals of all logs, summary letters, 
aurhoriiretions, and records of any other character relating 
to plaintiffs' wiretap shall be kept’ in the files of the 
Department of Justice, with future access to be governed by 
tnis Court after plaintiffs have been given notice 
a.ic. cne opportunity to be heard; (B) after the termination * 
or any appeals^copies of records produced pursuant to the 
Protective Order shall be- destroyed by all parties except 
tne c-rvernnenc, w'.nrcn shall be permitted to retain one copy 
for the duration of Civil Actions 1879-72, 77-887 and 76-798, 
and rlarn.“irfs, who shall "be permitted.-to retain a copy for 
their ov.’n use; and it-is further 

ORDEi-JCD that all defendants are permanently enjoined 
from making any -use or disclosure of the intercepted wire 
coriTiiunications of the plaintiffs; and it is further ■ 

. , OIIDERED that defendants shall insert in Dr. Halperinis 
securiuy file (A) that portion of General Haig's deposition 
in wnich he stated that his FBI interview form 302 incorrect¬ 
ly indicated that Dr. Halperin had been relieved of his 

i j 

National S-ecurity Council position because of Information 
- 

gatne^ec *rom the wiretap, and (B) that portion of Dr. 
Kissinger's deposition in which he stated that he knew of 
no wiretap information Impugning either Dr. Halperin's 


loyalty or his discretion. 


UnTtcP] [states Dis tript~pu 


/ 
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VNITED STATES GOVl^'MENT 

Memorandum 

John A. Miritz 

Assistant Legal Director, f'BI 
ATTENTION; Dennis KoYfman 



George W. Calhoun 
Special Litigation Counsel 
Criminal Division * 

Hal perin v, Kisst nger ' 




date;- November 26, 1979 


4 -u * entered an Opinion on August 5, 1977 in which he held 

wat Morton Halperin was entitled to have his "security file" amended to 
include statements by two former Federal officials given during the 
course of discovery in this case. 

While I understand there is no “security file" as such, attached 
are copies of the court's opinion and certain pages from General Haig's 
, and Or. Kissinger's depositions which shoul’d be put in the appropriate 
Tiles, even though they are presently considered closed. It would also 
be helpful if you could let me know as soon as you can how they are 
identified, for future reference. 

If you have any questions, please let me know. 

Attachments 






(L'\ P.nitJs Refill hr!'/ (t:i (h<^ Po'roU SavUi^is Plan 
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. ::e or :ic-.^-corr.pilance with orders of 
i6:ioLa courts. On inis basis, ihs matlar 
remcvcc iinprovicenilv. 

cor.dly, counsel for respondents urge 
tne court has jurisdiction in this mat- 


HAlPERIX V. KISSrXGER 

Cue as 43 'V F.Supp. 1193 fl 37 T) 


[^] Tn^ .Minnesota Supre.T.e Court has 
recogn:Cc\i trus :n their opinion stating that 
Reserve and the state are bou.nd by the 
federal court decisio.is and specifically this 
air standard ^Reserve Minir.g' Co. v. Herbs:, 


-j Vi:J3 U4UL** ' - ” t* 

ecause the issue now raised is’part of N'-M.2d :^0S at 53*1). vVhe;her the state 

1 __ ^ - 1 .t OCriU^/^*£iZ /'O*^ { ^ f-L-. _ 


■jgina] xederat laKsuit in which they 
the federal govern.cRsnt secured an in¬ 
ion haltmg Reserve’s discharge into 
'Ster, a.nd iirr.iti.ng its discharges into 
^ir._ In .T.odifring the orig-hial trial 
injunction, the United States Court of 
als for the Eighth Circuit imposed a 
'fashioned am tier t air standard: 
Reserve at a mir.i.T.um must comply 
r. APC 1 arc 5. Eurth&r:nore, Re¬ 
vo must us^ such available technology 
'Vjli reduce :.te asbestos fiber count in 
; ambient air a: Silver Bay below a 
licaliy s:uTi;X:ca:it level. .According to 
record in this case, controls may be 
med ad* ,uate 'ivnich vvill rv-Juce the 
•r cou.nt to tne level ordi.narily found 
.ne a.-nbient air of a control city such 
St. Paul. 

'>'e .Hinirz Co. v. EnKironnenta.1 Pro- 
n .Agenc/, dl4 F 2 d 452, 535-:.39 (Slh 
Co). The s'uLrdaid >3 a fede.-al’y im- 
: standard, based o.n the.medical evj- 
.and findings in t..e federal lawsuit. 
:ourt rec^T.ized that the ;,tandard 
exceed existing state stand.;.rGS stac- 
[w]e .Otre order Koserrs to meet a 
•fashio.ned sra.ndnrd which may exceed 
jfidards of existing air pollution con- 
•g-uldtioaa t.xcendng AFC 17.” Id. at 
So. 

> argiiec .oy respondents that in order 
' re the integrity 0 : this ambient air 
ard, the federa! court must assert jur- 
•'0 over :he state j vrrnit p.-ore 5 s. In 
tne state is wi\ir.g a t^-pe of inju.nc- 
ei:e:, attempting' to stop the state 
. :rc.m i.nte.-fering w;;h ^'he processes 
federal court, ihere is no showing, 
•r, that any such action by Riis court 
..isarr, 

cues: 10 :; of starna."ds a.nd reguia- 
..nposed oy state law* is separate from 
derai im.poseri ambient air standard. 


agencies can incorporate the federal am¬ 
bient air standard Into the terms of the 
permit is a i^uestio.n of state law. In anv 
event ad parlies ai*e bound by this ambient 
air standard which has been fashioned and 
properly can be enforced through the feder¬ 
al courts whether incorporated in the per¬ 
mit or not. Therefore, there is no showing 
that the state court proceedings wnll inter¬ 
fere witn t.ne ledera! processes and He.nce 
there ;a no basis for the exercise of federal 
court jurisdiction. 

11. 15 ORDERc-D that c*ecau 3 S this case 
-was removed iniprovide.ntiy a.nd without 
j-jr.sdxtion, n-eiiiioners’ .motion to remand 
is GRANTED. 


(= I •r N-Vt-R 


Morton H. tLALPERIN et al.. Plaintiffs, 

V. 

Henry A, KISSINGER et aL Defendant^. 
Civ. A. No. 1157-73.’' 

United States District Court, 
District of Colu.m.bia. 

Aug. 5, 1977. 

In an action for da.m.ages and other 
.-■elief on account of illegal wiretap, the 
Court. John lewis S.m.ith. Jr.. J.. 
after .'•e.'ideri.ng judgment for plaintiffs at 
424 F.Supp. S35, held that: (1) plaintiffs 
could recover only nomin.ai dan';ages; (2) 
i.:r.ited restrictions would be imposed re¬ 
garding disposition of ioga, an d (3'i piaintiff 
w'as e.ntit.ed to have his security file 

tece.*~ai oitxer t.nai w-.retao had Produced 


^ / 1*/ 7 j.. 

** -V'V- r 

’’’ ' T • 








1 ^ , •* **■ 
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no__informaiic-n imnncr ninff plainu fis ioyaL 
■ (ijscredon. '.vhcre another had 
enly informed PBI Uiat plaintiff naH 
_ Tglieye d of hii, rosition bg'canse of infrirTpa- 
' lion gaihgrt:*d from tap. 

Order accordingly. 

i. Telecomniun rations *».t98 

Successful I’daintiffs in illegal wiretap 
action were r.ol entitled to damages as 
measured by Omnibus Crime Control and 
Sale Streets .Act where defendants were 
not bound by prc^cedural requirements of 
that statute. 13 U.S.C.A. § 2520. 

* 2. lolocorrunujiications 

Presumption of damage from violation 
Qk constitutional right did not appiy in ac¬ 
tion for illegal wiretap. U.S.C.A.Cohst. 
A.mt.nd. 4. 

3. TeiecommunioaHons <i=>4SG 

PUin^iffs I'l illegal wiretap action w'ere 
.not entitled to punitive damages, despite 
rejection or defendants’ good faith defense, 
where co.nduct was not w-antnn, reckless, or 
malicious disregard of plaintiffs’ rights and ' 
tnsre w-as justifiably grave concern over 
leaking of confidential foreign policy infor- 
mation, 

4. Telecommunications 

Successful plaintiffs in illegal wiretap 
action would be granted nominal damages 
in amount of $2, 

5. Injunction 0=^22 

Cjucoessful plaintiffs in illegal wiretap i 
action could not obtain injunction a^^-ainst i 
further unlawful interception, proposed re- I 
lief bfiing unnecessary since {wo defendants I 
were in prison and third in vciunUry seclu¬ 
sion a.nd prohibited by Tw enty-3ecord ^ 
.Amendmenf from regaining office of Presi- ' 
dent. U'.S.CfA.Cjr.st, .Amend. 22, ^ 

6. Federal Ciril Procedure <s=^2593 c 

.'Viler UtiUrrmnation that government S 
♦wiretaps were ihega!, plaintiffs would be v 

i. "No plainuff cLims a.ny loss of employment 
cr ine.'mc resvitin » from the ei-.ciior.ic ^oaeil- 
. . , the rfiscl^ Sure of 

Uie ductronic s ..n fi'lsnci. , , [or] the 


granted request for copy of logs but 
government would be permitted to keeu 
copy for duration of similar pending cases; 
but gag order would not be e.xtended to 
prohibit plaintiffs from revealing contents 
of their own conversations. 

7. War and National Emergency <i=54g 
Successful plaintiff \n illegal wiretap 
action -was entitled to have his security file 
amended to include statement bv former 
federal officer that wiretap had ‘produced 
no information impugning plaintifr’s loyal¬ 
ty or discretion, where a.cother had mistak¬ 
enly informed’FBI that plaintiff had been 
relieved of his position t-ycause of informa¬ 
tion gathered from tap. 


John H. F. Shattuck, A.merica.c Civil Lib¬ 
erties Union, New York City, for plaintiffs. 

D. Jeffrey Hirschberg, Dept, of Justice.' 
-Michael Boudin, Covington & Burling. 
W’ashington, D. C., for defenda.nts. 

and ordeF" 

JOHN LnWiS SMITH. Jr., J. 

Following earlier proceedings in this case, 
the^ Court found that former President 
Ricnard Xixon, his White House Assistant, 
H. R. Haldeman, and ♦Attorney Genera! 
John Mitchell' had violated the Fourth 
Amendment rights of plaintiffs -Morton 
Haiperin, his wife^ and three children by 
subjecting them to a twe.nty-one month tel¬ 
ephone wiretap. Halp^rln v. Kissinger, 
D.C., 424 r .Supp. S5S (iSTo). Now before 
the Court is the question of monetary and 
injunctive relief. 

[1] While conceding that they have suf¬ 
fered no palpable injury,* plaintiffs never¬ 
theless insist on damages .measured by the 
5100 per day standard set forth in Section 
S02 of the Omnibus Crime Control and Safe 
Streets Act, IS LUS.C. § 2-520. See Z^reibon 
V- yfilchell, 170 U.S.App.D.C. 1, 516 F.2d 

purponed use of the *Iectrcr.ic sup.'ei'lance-" 
PL-MMIFFS’ RESPONSE TO FEDER.Ai. DE- 
FF.ND.ANTS' request for .-VD-MI-SSIONS. 


594, 663-54 
944 , 26 S.Ct 
This conten 
Court has p' 
were not bo 
ments of th 
congruous t' 

[2] Flair 
datr.agas re' 
pensable inj 
for violatio- 
vCajme v. \ 
Sas’sta r. ' 

' Hostrop V. 
No. 515, 7 ' 
425 U.S. 9' 
(1976).' I 
voked her^‘ 
vfens V. S: 
Fsderal B‘ 
nan limitf 
those who 

segucRt i 
agents o 
righ'-s”. 
20<D5, 29 I 
• plied). S 
659. In ’ 
demonstr' 
entitled t 
ages. 

[3] P 
propriate 
**[i]here 
early 1S\ 

■ foreign . 
Court's I 
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2. 5ee a 
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Ld.Rai 


U.S. S'* 

J ■ 
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Kixon 

LEd. P 

i. ■ 

il’k'n Ci 

^ ■ 

i 

s.a. 1 

. 2. The 
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. v«ns a 
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HALPSHIN V. KISSINGER 

Citeas^l^F-S^:??- 1133 (J977) ^ ■ U.^ ^h'Xt-' 

--S • ‘^^=5 U'i. deur.se, Ih€ir conduct cannouairK 

594, 663-^ (19lo), ccrt. ^ ac'erzcti :i 5 a '.var.ion, reckless or rr.ajicioua 

9.U, 96 S.ct. ley. 48 of plaintiffs' rig'nts jnstifying tho 

This d'erendnnu inipoluion of punitivo 

Court loVprocodurai require- pen u. Fond Mo'.on Co-p^ny. =e 0 r -d J93, 

no I in- 1002 (D.C,Cir.l976). 

merits oi mat ai-tuie, auu it ^ -/ 

congruous to subject them to Us penalties. evident, therefore, that the only 

[2] Pbinciffs also seek compensatory 

nim-'-»5 reiring on i6e theory mat com- nomin« damages 

oam-s^a 5 ctMTi nrrlbi-' 


per,■‘able in’ury b presumed in carnage so\^ 
ion violation of constitutional rights, bee 
ir.eoe ■•• fenah.'e. 250 F. 64 i.5th C>r. I9i9)-. 
Bas'fsta v. -.rei.., 340 F.2d T4 (Sd Cir. 1965,; 


Dollar;' 

[3] Plaintiffs further ask for an order 
enjoining defendants from un,a-.vrji.>^ m- 


Basfsta r. •.ie/.-, 340 F.2d T4 (3d Cir 1S»,; - conversations ' 

Hos:ro? v. Bonrd of Junior Di.-.nC‘ - ? = information 


Vo old. 7 Cir., 323 r.2d 369, cert, domed 
m US 963. 96 S.Ct. 1748. 43 L.Ed.2d M 
f:976).- That prusurr.plion cannot be in¬ 
voked here. S’jeaking for the Coun m B;- 
vc -5 V. Six Cnkpo-^-n Named A-ent5 oz 
d>der:n Eure.j of Xrjrcotics, Ju^iice Sren- 


vemcyi-ius .— _ . . ■ 

and from using or disclosing ' 

concerning past wiretaps- Mr- V'''"n 
and Mr. Mitchell are in prison._ Mf- 
is in voluntary seclusion and is prohioiled 
bv the Twenty-Second .\mendrr.eat mom 
regaining the Office of Presiae.ni. Conse- 

■= 1 -t:.* ;.. ..f.no.-»o.?4.arv. 


Fete, Eure u of qtfentlvi'he proposed klief is unnecessary 

nan limited the damage- reL.t:C> to u.... m- 

chc-se -Ah-' ’‘ca.T d^rponitrate an injury con-^ plaintiffs seek additional injuncUV' 


w.-.. -- f 

<eoue,t: uoon the vioLnCion oy leoer-. 
agents of' [their] Fourth .kmena.ment 
.AhPs". 403 U.S. 35S, 397, 91 b.Gt, 1»99, 
2M5, 29 L,.Ed.2d 619 (1971) (emphasis sup- 
nr,.d). Sue Z».-eit.:-.n r. .''Ctc.heH, supra a! 
.■; 659. In view of the fact that there is no 

den'on'traWe injury here, plaintiffs are not 
■ entiti-d to an awme of compensatory uam- 
i; ages. 

[31 Punitive oamages are similarly inap- 
■• nropri-tc.’ .4s stated in the prior opinion. 
■Itihere was justifiably grave concern in 


[61 Plaintiffs seek additional injunctive 
relief with rega.'d to the disposition m tne 
records of the surveillance. They agree 
-hat t'ne original logs, samrr.ary lettens. au- 
ihorisations, and other records relaPng to 
the wiretap should be retained by the D - 


he fact that there is no ' ^.i.th future access to b 

y here, plaintiffs are not P , , Coon. But they msi; 


determmed by the Court. But t..ey’ in-i- 
that they should have the only copy of inese 
records and should be relieved of their ooli* 
ention, under the April 1. l5--i Protective 
Order, not to disclose to a.nyone matter 
contained therein. Tne -o-e.nrnvn, ac 


-[tlhere wa.3 justifiably ^ grave concern m request for a copy ^ 

-.r.rly li"5'9 over ll-> ’.ea-ur.g^m o'>mi - - . permitted 


foreirri p'-dicy information.” Despite^ tne 
(’qj.’'''-= rcjcovtion of d<.rc'i'idan’-s good 

2 ^ V,. V. ‘ 

■u Suvm. Sli ,Tc2T)i 

53^5. 47 S.Cl 440. L.-C. .py , — 

.y;vv,v u. Cordon 2Si U.S. 

I *,M (iS32}, V. Cd.fy -tO r - 

(7^h C.r. 1975). cert, gj-ar.t^d. 

S.Ci. 15-^2. 52 L.£4:c! 35o tl9f.). 

a T-'- awlabi.KV of pvniiive dami^ges in 

L.y C'^S. ^ A ..u.., 5;r. r 2d 5S4. A59. 

dsmud, •■.uc U.S Sts. S= sue .5>- 


GUiescc;> Sii yis..- - S 

the logs but aiks that it ai>o e perm.uv 
to keep a copy for the duration of th.ee 

L.Ed.2d 137 (1975). Se. P:i.vna 
Columbia, 559 F.2d >:09 (D.C.C... . 'Lf^l 

f Corcurrir.E) S« <3-'so Sr.'e.'is ' 
taoun'.Vamsd Agenis of [.■‘-V'sl Sjcrsu cf 
yarroocs. 403 U.S, 3--S. s- S a._ 

LEd,2d 619 11973); Se:/1'. rrv 

66 S.a. 773. 90 L.Ed 939 (:--45). 

4. See Chesapeake & J 

p,nv V. Clay. 50 U S..^?p.D^. 2uo lA, . -d 
5Ss'(i953). a. .Msgnru v. •'’j''-s -40 4« F- 

-•“rte.-alJv. J. Stein, Lrw...-t 
177-’lSl (1972). 


I 
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ciiiiereni 7'hprp h ' ' * ^ 

^on lOi r'ronibuin^ 3!ai"ri'-* i- s f^ea , 

,. . conversations. 

L^,J Dr f*t*fT%rs " 

-i- SAC r^• n/A ■’ ^ ^'^‘quests that 

Dr. K.' -nn'i t" i "^.:>ug5ing either I 

^■31 that Dr Halpe'-r'^t"''' ‘he 

0*: m/orTr,.,ri,;--’^.,;-':';^' «ceu5e 1 

F'eirnea,.r..,u;re3hc- T, '' 

t' - e,-!d .' : ’ g '’'’ern.T;ent his agreed 

_£^y of 

fT 1' D<—• f.D that deteth'- .t' v- 

H.'-Jer„a,. nd ',ri<c’-,.' :! 

.- -1 f .eve- to e^'t, - V 

■ori.ial .■ rr..„ ■?! ,'/ *'■' Pl^in'if.'s for : 


»l rSDER^L ti!;PFI.E,h[i:yr 


ordered that all defenr'an- ., 

mereati, enjoined fro,r, 

Obdosure of the intercepted '■ 

!!J£I2_£L‘>’o plaintiffs: «d it 

in Dr. Helper, n’s 

i he stated that his FBI int^viet."/" " 

r„"rtr-' ''■« Hnipen™ 

rZ " '>1= -'■•niionai 

^ Council position because of fnr’" 

;'-.n>ch he stated that he kte'v T°oVr- 
ntoraatier, inpugning either Dr H.l-er' ■'’ 

lo.sity or his discretion. , ' •' . 


(o i 


:.P-nal ,1 nages i^ t'.; 

--.’irr- .-• '“ cr One 

'Hat tne Court's -^nri] T ’Q") 

': -.'CT'-r. > ' hereby 

;;cv^jsi:-.;;.::ed1/'!^:t^Srde?L”dl^ 

Or • of rf**, • -f ' And reC' 

P-:nt]:f5’ ...J'.rapsK.iVir- to 

Pf the Depur.;..?, ;;■, 

■ after nieintif'-. hi,7, .7. '’'^.®''i^Punt 

the ocport.. 7 ] '7^' ipi'en .totice and 

yrPorw....y to Ijo ne:.rd; ^g) fi. 

'.e.r::,natio.-, t.',,,-.. '‘'“f‘I ’p 

c.-d.s p.-rd-rn; pu,:,„,;, 

DrOii shall . ,v-- " 'i I Protective 
.«pt the gov 7- .-reo, “-.t''- ;‘'' -f'■"‘'S c 

C-.di .kctiors iSTQ.'/r P 

-r > ' r- ' ' '^■> and To-70s 

to h. 

rurt'.er ' ' ‘ ‘ ^it is n, 


-■'t't.e A. Ha.MBERLIN' and Shirfev Ham 
wH.n, husband and vife. Plain',iffs. ' 

''creifi™'"-r?.^’'^'ST. G-ibraith .k 
/ IJ’c. of Ai-Izona, an Arizona Co- 

S[sm'o"' Chambers. Wayne D.' 

•Cn^mon and Stephen C. Dana, 6.fa,^. 

Civ, No. 77-469 Pbx. WPC. 

L^nited States District Court. 

D. Anzona. 

Aug. 5. 1977. 


A- ^-;5,Le'.'^r V .'ilitch^JI, C V is-a -1 .,.,7 

Sf:..ch V ' wa, r ^ (D D.C.)- 

- ' G>ri. C.A. ,,,.793 fO.D.CO. 


de.nt £TT3up health and acci- 

tiers n” 'f ^lleffi.ng- 'iola- 

•n 7''7^ ' L ®'''‘’ ‘:i'i.''enda,-.:s move,/ 

liv’dCourt, Coppie, J.. 
0.7 ’,employee be.nefit plan did .not 
L,7" ^."ip'nyen Retire.ment Inco.T.e 
«n.,.y .n« p,an, and thus federal court 

V O’r/Jcbma.o. C.A. 74-SSr (D.D.C): 
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Kissinger started to exclude him’ rrom iniormacion anc. x.rom 
participation in fo'ruias vrhich/ given this man’s own perception 
of his talent and my perception of that talent, could have been 
very frustrating, and I believe that ainong otner things 
contributed to his decision to leave. 

Do you know whether that curtailment took place? 

A. Ke can-say otherwise but that’s my firmly held 

belief.. ^ ^ ‘ ' 

y. Do you know of your ovin knov;lGdgs \ 7 hether .that curta 

! meat t:)ok pl^ce before or after or roughly simultaneous with 

i 

the installa-c.-on of the tap? 

1 Golly, I cannot be precise there. The taps may have 

j| cent:'louted, ouroaucratics may have .contributed, the security 

|! file and the controversy ‘ associated with it, the concerns of 

.ha it.. rector and ethers in the Defense Department, which I 

! '-noVv» Dr. 'Hal.^erin, as to the several-' things here today, was 

1 , ^ ■ 

i‘' /ery conscious of, . 

|l ■ .• 

^ Q. The timing of the curtailment — ‘ 

/I Vv :al' vou are asking me to say vras was there anythin 

ii * ’• 

i| Dr. ssi’nger read in this v/iretap? You v/ill have to ask him. 

il ' 

I c.: ' lot say. 

ji 

!• Q. You do not know either precisely when it .took plac: 

|i 

j; or I,;ecisGly who'- the reasons for it were? 


1 




cj.'-r z'.oo? 
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doesn't loeati i didn't read it at the tins. i-Jor doss it nsa;. 
that I did. X just have no recollection, • ■ . 

0 Did yon fojrrs a conclusion as to whether the infor- 
nation that vas being obtc<.laed froci the tap was ccmpatible 
nnci consistent vith its original purpose? 

^ X thought it was on the borderline^ 

Q Xn a press conference 'which you gave on Kay 12, 

19i3f '^hich will be Plaintiff''s Exhibit V 

# 

^ Hay X see it? • . 

(I'he docuisent referr^ed to was niarkt 
j for ideatificatJ.on as Plaintiff «g 

Exhibit V) 

Q cAiLe-ir At the bofctoca of th© second-page^ which is 
.prge 7 of the transcript—would like to add, in fairness 
to t}ie indivridual concerned ^ that X never received emy j. nfoy 
^>v^taon tiiat catst doubt cm his loyalty amd discs:©and 
that the .in.di%^idual concerned left my staff for reasons 'Lr.ai 
vc-je 'Wholly unconnected with any seci^ity‘invesUgations thr 
ijave been cxatd-acted. That is all I wlil say on that 


jfjubject* 


ii ' - 


X take it that is still your view? '. 


^ volunteered this infonsation in order >. to heii 

ful to a former asGociate^ and it is still cy view^ . ‘ > 












iiiiiilil 

illllllll 

DATE 12-30“2009 BY 60322 TJC; 


denifrid , 425 CJ.S. 944 (1976). This contention is v;ith 
out merit. The Court has previously ruled that defendants 
v.’ere not bound by the procedural:,requi-reoents of th«t' , ‘ 
statute, and it would be incongruous to subject them to its 
penalties. 

Plaintiffs also seek compensatory damages relying on 
sry mat corr.p;r..sable i;:jury is cresuraed in damage 
or violation of constitutional rights. See Wayne v . 

, 260 F. 64 (Sth Cir. 1919); Basista v. Weir , 340 
{3d Cir. 1955); Hostrop v. Board of Junior College 

Di'scrict ho, 515 , 523 r.2d 569, cert . denied , 425 U.S. 963 

2 / , ■ . ■ . 

inat- prssumption cannot be invoked here. ' 

Sps=,-:rng for the Court in Bivens v. Six Unknown Named Ace.nts 

of r-moral Bureau of Pajroptics , Justice Brennan limited the 

danages renedy to only these who " can denionstrate ah injury 

cor.s-:-ru5nt upen the violation, of, [their 1 Fourth Amendment 

rights". 403 U.S. 333, 357 (1971) (emphasis supplied). See 

Swsibon V. Mitchell , supra at 559. In viev? of the fact that 

there is no ds.ncnstrabie injury here, plaintiffs are not 

entitled to an award of compensatory damages. 

Punitive damiagas are similarly inappropriate.^/ As 
stated in the prior opinion, "[tjhere was justifiably grave 


■ See also .Ishby v. Prhite , 92 Sng. Pvep. 710, 2 Ld.Raym. 931 
(17C3}; .N~l :--:on v. Herndon , 273 U.S, 536 (1927); Nixon v. Cpndc 
■236 U.S. 73 (1532); Pip hus v, Carev , 345 F.2d 30 (7th Cit. 
t ort , gr anted , 97 S.Ct. 1642 (1977). 

3/ The availability of p'unitive da_-ages in Bivens actions is 
ur.settled in this Circuit. Compare Hartigh v, Latin, 485 
Z.2c. i:-:?, 1D72 (D.C-. 19 7 3) ,~ cc'rt . denied ^ 415"uT^~94 8 (197' 
S’-5ih 'Or. v. Mitche 11, 516 i'.2d 594, T59, cert . denied , 
415 U.S. 9 44 (19 76) . S-r-e Payne v. D is t rict of Co lumbia , 

No. 74-1361 (D.C.Cir, June 7, i97'7) (Ta.min, J, Concurring). 
See also 1 ’ vc_:; .^ix U.nknovn Named .A gents of Federal Bur- 
I’uu df“N.-:ivot';cs, To;' ulsl '33B~(ih73)T Be ll v. Hood , 327 
UVS." 67V 1194 6)7 . ' I 
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AdemGrandum 



TO 


■ Mr. W. Mark Felt 
FROM : E. S. Miller^4^ 


DATE: S/12/1Z 



SUBjECTV;^Ej;ig3;rpjy5i COVERAGE PLACED AT THE ' ^ 

REQUEST OP THE WHITE HOUSE Original impounded by 

court o-rder. See memo 
in 63-16062-1:^ 

^ Last evening Mr. Walters advised that the Acting 
Director had requested memoranda concerning each of the 
matters listed on the attached page. 


Mr. Felt_ 

Mr, Baker_ 

Mr, Callahan _ 
Mr. Cicvct'snci, 

Mr. Conrad_ 

Mr. Gtibhorcit _ 

i't. Jenkins_ 

. Mr. Marshall 
Mr. Miller, E.S. 

Mr. Soyjas_ 

Kfr. Thompson _ 

Mr. Walters_ 

Tele. Room_ 

Mr, Buisc_ 

Jk Mr. Barnes_ 

Mr, Bowers_ 

Mr. Hcrin^’ton _ 

Mr. Coniny_ 

Mr, Mintz_ 

Mr. Eardlcy_ 

Mrs. Hogpu_ 

five 



^ Attached hereto are memoranda on items 1, 2, 4, and 
5. .With respect to item a,- at approximately 3 p.m. , 5/12/73, 
Section Chief T. j. Smith brought to the Intelligence Division 
the material necessary to prepare a memorandum. This material 
reviewed and a memorandum will be submitted as soon 
as i-he review is completed. 

ACTION: 


P 


r 



^ foregding information ^ndthe attachments are 

submitted to comply with the Acting Director’s request. 


Enclosures 

WRWtbjriL 

• (7) ^ 

1 ~ Mr. Eardley 
1 - Mr. Felt 
1 “Mr. E. s. Miller 
1 “ Mr. Walters 
l‘“ Mr, Wannall ■ 

1 - Mr. T. J. Smith 














A summary of all know tn the form of a chx^anological ■ 
narrative as to v^hcn the special project started and 
how hnd why^stressing tho fact that it was in conformity 
with established procedures for national security wire taps. 


T7e -need to cover cloarly vfhy we did not provlouoly -raake any 
search to recover the records or dotormine thoir whereabouts. 

‘ • I 


We need to Review, if we can obtain them, ail of the suru-iaries 
now at ihe White J.ouso to detormin© significance of items 
therein. 


Wo need to fully document our procedures for establishing 
national security wire taps including all of the mechanics 
for authorisation and-filing, monitoring, logs, summaries, 

w V C # 


Mr, Rucicelshaue roquested that research papers be preoarod fo: 
him on our general policies and history of national security 
taps; on tho rationale for the national security Justifi* 
cations ior Instant project; and any specific justification 
known to us why the partlcu2ar individuals Involved we^o 
targeted. 














FBI AtJTOKATIC DICLASSIFICATIOI 
DATE 12-30-2009 


•OLyHl 


^TvVr-CS *^RNMENT 


Memorandum 


IJtR, WALTERS 





^ ^ ^ Mraiiller. 

FROM : INSPECTOR O. T, jACOBSOlC> 1\ VQHKrSBSw^iHm^tSB^ 

> Rool 

sumECT: -^SENSITIVE COVERAGE placed AT REQUEST . iJiaS^s 

OF m E WHITE HOUSE Oi^gin^ impiOunded by Mr. Bower! 

court order. See memo Mr. Hering 

„ , 'in 63-16062-13 

There follows a summary of findings in our current inquiry Mr! Me 

regarding this matter conducted pursuant to memorandum from i^ts. Hogai 

Acting Director Ruckelshaus to Mr. Felt dated 5/4/73 captioned 
^Wiretaps on Newspapermen. ” 

NARRATIVE: Of' '^zU.-ic 

. -L y / -T^.. UJ. <Q>i /-c; 

^ From approximately Spring, 1969, to early^Summer, 1971, the FBI 
a.c the request of the White House, provided highly sensitive wiretap coverage 
in the- interests of national security. (The exact times of the coverage will 
be provided by the Intelligence Division separately in their review of the 
5^ recovered material.) The White House requests were based upon an extreme 
. concern over ^qeaks" arising out of the Strategic Arms Limitation Tallis (SALT), 
^ especially from the National Security Council (NSC) to the news media. The 


^EXCEPfi 


FROM 


SUBJECT: 


INSPECTOR O. T. JACOBSOI 


^r. Felt 

Mr, Baker_ 

Mr, Calluhan_ 

Mr. Qevelard_ 

Mr. Coiirad. . 

Mr, Gebhardt__ 

Mr. Jenkins_ 

Mr. Marshall_ 

Mr. Miller, E,S. _ 

Mr. Soyars_ 

Mr. Thompson_ 


SENSITIVE COVERAGE PLACED AT REQUEST . 

OF TH E WHITE HOUSE Original impp- 


^^TtTc Att ,ve 




^le. Room_ 

Mr. Baise_ 

Mr. Bomes_ 

Mr. Bowers_ 

Mr. Herington_ 

Mr. Conmy_ 

Mr. Mintz_ 

Mr. Eardley_ 

Mrs. Hogan_ 




^ and certain newsmen who had particular news interest in the SALT talks. The 
specific requests for this coverage were made to either former Director 
J. Edgar Hoover or former Assistant to the Director William C, Sullivan 
^ (and on one occasion by C-eneral Haig to SA Robert Haynes, FBI, White , / ^ 
^ House liaison). Written authorization from the Attorney Genial j 0 Lth 8 , 
United States was secured on each wire tan. Class. By iiZicUd^k/. 


^ House liaison). Written authorization from the Attorney Genial j 0 Lth 8 
United States was secured on each wiretap. Class. By 
\ Reas on-FC)fe 11 , 3^ 4, ^ \ 

. I Upon authorization Mr. Sullivan or reprls^n^i|^s-m’4J^^^Se=^2W'f3 

Domestic Intelligence Division, namely Special Agents Michael Joseph 
^ Rozamus, Bernard A. Wells, Jr., or former Number One Man Joseph A, b6 

j,/) Sizoo. contacted p rincipally WaRhingtnn Field Office (WFO) Supervisor b7 

^ who would initiate the actual i nstallati ons. When he 

^ received instructiois from Bureau Headquarters. |~ I would contaci._ 

Special Agent Ernest Belter, who headed the WFO Monitoring Station, 
would furnish names, addresses and tel ephone numbers Belter in turn wouia 
furnish this information to Special Agent ! who had liaison wiih 

the telephone company which would thereafter result in the physical completion 


of the wiretap operation. 
\ '""En closures 




1 - Messrs. Eardley 'Felt. Milfer, 
OTJrwmj • 




'bONflNUED - O' 


w'"' / T- 7^6 . . 

x f— i.imn I'lrr. j ^ 
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Memo for Mr. Walters 

Re: Sensitive Coverage Placed at Request of White House 

Bureau instructions to Supervisor F I WFO, were to the effect that 
this was a highly sensitive project and that only one copy of the monitoring log 
was to be prepared, uninitialed and hand carried to the Domestic Intelligence 
Division from WFO. There is no information concerning this special project 
anywhere in the files of WFO, The logs were picked up each mornin^ and 
delivered to Supervisor F L who would cause them to be hand delivered 
by a Special Agent to Mr, Sullivan^s office. 




Approximately a month after this project began the review.and analysis 
of the logs were assigned exclusively to SA Bernard A. Wells, Jr. After 
review and analysis, he would dictate a summary in the form of a letter to 
the President of the United States and to Dr. Kissinger, Later, in approximately 
May, 1970, the letters containing the summaries were addressed to H. R, 
Haldeman. These letters when completed for signature, were hand carried 
to the Director's office and given to'Miss Helen Gandy for the Director's 
approval. After approval by the Director SA Haynes would mark the yellow 
copy (Bureau file copy) ’Delivered by Liaison" and noted the date and his 
initials. The letters were then sealed and personally delivered by SA Haynes 
to the Office of the addressee at the White House. 


For some months at the beginning of the project the vellow file conies 
were maintained in the Director's office and filed by 


She is unable to recall specifically the date, but an instruction was received 
that all of the yellow file copies were to be taken to Assistant Director 
Sullivan's office for safekeeping. / Aa.-w-v -- OC^ 


. r * 

During the latter part of July, 1971, Robert C.^ardian. fort^ 
ssistant Attorney General, was advised by W. C. Sullivan for the first time 
that the FBI had highly sensitive wiretap material which was "out of channel" 
at the FBI. (The wiretap project had been completed and discontinued prior 
to June 24:, 1971, the date on w’hich Mr. Hoover appeared before the Senate 
Appropriations Committee.) Sullivan told Mardian he was in trouble with 
Mr. Hoover and the possibility existed he would be fired. Sullivan wanted 
Mardian to convey to the .President of,the United States that this material was 
in existence, Sullivan's reason for doing this was to preclude Mr, Hoover's 
using the information to blackmail President Nixon, according to Mardian, 
Mardian contacted John Mitchell and relayed Mr, Sullivan's req^uest, Mr, 
Mitchell said he would handle. Short time later Mardian contacted by Western 
White House, San Clemente, California, by individual whose name he wo'ild not 
divulge, and instructed to fly immediately to San Clemente to see the President. 
Mardian obeyed its tractions. Met with President of the United States and 
received two instructions: one pick up material from Sullivan and deliver to 
White House, Washington, D. C.; second to insure Sullivan’s material matched 
with summaries on hand at White House. Mardian returned to Washington and 



CONTIN0Eir>6fFR 


b6 

b7C 
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Memo for Mr, Walter 


Re: ’Sensitive Coverage Placed at Request of White HoS 




contacted Sullivan, requested all material to v/hich Sullivan referred This 
material ivered by Assistant Director, FBI, Charles Brennan, It was 
delivered in old *’beat up" satchel, olive drab in color, with initials of W. C. 
Sidliyan thereon. Shortly thereafter Mardian delivered satchel to Dr. Henry 
Kissinger and General Alexander Haig at White House, In Kissinger *s and 
Haig's presence, White House correspondence checked against chronological 
check list which listed all material sent to White House by date. White House 
sumniaries in possession of Dr. Kissinger checked, found intact. As best 
Mardian recalls he then gave check list to Mr, H. R. Haldeman,' who as 
best Mardian recalls, checked summaries in his possession against check list. 
Two summaries found mi^ng. After check was made Mardian said he took the 
satchel, which he believes contained summaries, the check list and telephone 
surveillance logs, and delivered them to the Oval Room in White House 
Mardian declined to identify recipient. 


It should be noted here that on or about September 30,1971, Mr, Hoover 
became aware that the sensitive material was no longer in the possession of 
the FBI. After having determined through interview of then Assistant Director 
Charles D. Brennan that he had turned the material over to Mardian Mr Hoover 
telephoned Attorney General Mitchell on 10/2/71, at which time Mitchell informed 
the Director that sensitive files had been destroyed. Mitchell also told the 
Director that Mardian had the Director's approval for this destruction. Hoover 
quoted on an official Bureau document, "This is a lie. " No further search 
for the sensitive files was thereafter conducted from 1971 since Mr. Hoover 
had been assured by the Attorney General they were destroyed. 

As a result of the on-going inquiry ordered by Mr, Ruckelshaus it was 
etermined that the sensitive material had not, in fact, been destroyed but had 
been delivered by Mr. Mardian to the White House as described above It 
remained in the possession of Mr. John Ehrlichman 

April 30, 1973, when the material became part of the "Presidential Papers" \ 
where the material remained until 5/12/73, when it was turned over to Actir^c. 
Director Ruckelshaus and Section Chief Thomas Smith. 

There follows a summary of each pertinent witness involved in this 
inquiry,^ The summary contains the vital points of which each person 
can testify and is documented by an attachment behind this summary which 
is appropriately tabbed and the tab number set forth along with each interviewee, 

administrative HAigPLING AND FILING 


I_I Office of tlie Acting Director 

I [ advised sometime during 1969 Sullivan telephonically 

contacted Hoover, advising of possible leaks at White House, and White House 





CONTINUED - OVER 
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Meiao for, Mr, -W^lterS^^ 

Re: Sensitive Coverage placed at Request of White House 

requested FBI place wiretaps. Hoover advised Sullivan that whatever wiretaps 
were placed WQUld.be done only with prior v/ritten authorization by the Attorney 
General. [ tiled yellow file copy of wiretap authorizations in the 

"’Official Confidential Files” maintained in Director’s office. She also filed 
yellow file copy of summaries in same place. While W. C. Sullivan still 
Assistant Director of DID, decision was made by Mr, Hoover that all 
correspondence regarding "special wiretaps” which were mai ntained in the 
Director’s office be transfei’red to Sullivan’s custody at DID. | tecalls 

specifically Mr, Hoover stating, in her presence, many times that as long 
as he was the Director,he would never personally authorize wiretap coverage 
on anyon e without prior written At torney General approval. (Interview Report 
Form on* * . . - . 





Jsee tab 1.) 


b6 

b7C 


Miss Helen W. Gandy, Administrative Assistant to Former 
Director Hoover 


Sometime during 1969 Sullivan advised Hoover of possible leaks within 
the National Security Council and that the White House requested the FBI place 
wiretaps on certain individuals. She believes requests originated with Colonel 
Haig. ''She remembers that Henry Brandon and William Safire were subjects 
of this coverage. Miss Gandy recalls Mr, Hoover advising Sullivan taps 
would be placed only after written authorization from Attorney General, She 
recalls summaries were hand carried to her from DID for Director’s approval. 
After Director’s approval, she removed yellow file copy and delivered original 
to Special Agent courier for delivery to White House. Yellow copy given to 
Mrs, Metcalf for filing. Recalls that while Mr. Sullivan still Assistant Director 
of DID Mr. Hoover instructed all correspondence relating to this special 
be transferred to Sullivan’s custody. (Interview Report Form on Miss Helen W 
Gandy, see tab 2.) 


Office of the Acting Director 


In the absence of[ 


she handled some of[ 


work and recalls filing several yellow copies of summaries relating to wiretaps 
in the ’’Official Confidential Files. ” She only recalls name of one individual 
mentionedii^^hese_wireta^s and that was the name of Safire. (Interview Report 
Form onl I see tab 3.) 


b6 

b7C 


PREPARATION OF AUTHORIZATION LETTERS AND WIRETAP INSTALLATIONS 


Former SA Mchael Joseph Rozamus 


Recalls being called into office by then Section Chief Brennan on a 
Sunday believed in March, 1970. Told by Sullvan White House was concerned 
about leaks and Bureau was requested to place wiretaps on, to his recollection, 






j: 


ft If 














Memofoi; 3^* .vy:altex^ i t r TlT^^ 

Re: Sensitive Coverage Placed on Request of White House 




about 6 individuals^ three names of whom he only vaguely recalls, namely 
Colonel Pursley, John Sears, and Helmut Sonnenfeldt. Sullivan told Rozamus 
this was a super ^sensitive matter and no record to be maintained on these 
wiretaps and that Director Hoover insisted wiretaps be approved by Attorney 
General beforehand, Rozamus called in his secretary, dictated usual 
wiEtap request forms over Suliivan*s initials, and gave all copies to Sullivan 
for approval on following Monday morning. After Sullivan»s approval, he 
instructed Rozamus to hand carry all copies of authorization requests in 
double sealed envelope marked for personal attention of Director Hoover. 

Rozamus persaially delivered to Miss Gandy. Shortly thereafter Sullivan 
instructed Rozamus to place project into ope ration s ince approval received. 
Rozamus believes he called WFO Supervisor ! I to do this and orally b6 

confirmed to Sullivan that he had done so . Rozamus later d ictated additional b7( 
wiretap requests to eithei ] or Rozamus never 

reviewed logs or prepared log sumirories. This was responsibility of SA 
Bernard Wells. Rozamus was in charge of maintaining daily up-to-date count 
of number of national security wiretaps FBI had throughout country, but 
Sullivan instmcted him not to include these special wiretaps in that count, 
(Interview Report Form on SA Rozamus, see tab 4,) 

Former SA Bernard A. WelJ^ Jr. 

Currently emplo jed as an Attorney Advisor, Criminal Division, 
Department of Justice. Advised that in the Summer of 1969 Sullivan apprised 
him of wiretap operation concerning the White House and instructed him to 
review material relating to project which was initially maintained in Di rector 
of fice. Wells reviewed logs given to him hv Mr and then diet ated 

leiV ne aiaatea an to | | He dictated directly from logs with 

the resulting summary letter going only to the President of the United States 
and later to Mr. Haldeman, White House staff. Summary letters were comprised 
of an original and one yellow copy. He was later instructed by Mr. Sullivan 
to prepare summary letters sent to the Attorney General, Mr. Mitchell. When 
yellow file copies were returned f rom Director' s Office to Mr. Sullivai's 
custody, he left logs for filing with] |after dictation, and she filed them. 

Wells also prepared letters requesting wiretap authorization from Attorney- 
General specifically recalling such letters on William Safire, Colonel Robert 
Pursley and Helmut Sonuenfeldt. He advised the following individuals were 
people on whom wiretaps were placed in addition to the above: Henry Brandon, 
Morton Halperin, Tony Lake, Daniel Davidson, Winston Lord, Marvin Kalb, 
William Beecher, Hedrick Smith, Ambassador William Sullivan, and Richard 
Moose. 

Wells said he could not now recall any specific.conversations. He said 
he could generalize to the extent that in all wiretaps both the individual involved 
and his wife talked extreme.ly loosely about the projects they were concerned 


■Lir?;'.-;. 
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Re: Sensitive Coverage Placed at Request of White House 


wi^ at the White House to both their friends and in some instances to members 
of me news media. He felt the tap was useful because it indicated how loosely 
and carelessly information of a highly critical nature was bandied about Wells 
said he specifically recalled one instance in which the name Elisberg appeared 
m the logs. He could not recall which log was involved; however his best 
recollection was Morton Halperin. In this instance Halperin spoke to some 
unsown party of attending a party either with or for Elisberg. Elisberg was 
not a party to the conversation. He said in fact that in early June of 1971 as 
best he could recall on Mr, Silllivan*s instructions he reviewed all the logs 
and determined Elisberg was not a party to any telephone conversation. He 
neither made a call nor received one. 

recalled that the last time he saw any of the material involving 
this wiretap operation was approximately a month before he retired 
from Bureau service. He retired July 30, 1971. He said that Mr. Sullivan 
ms^ucted him to discontinue the program. Wells advised that any correspondence 
he dictated was always over Mr. Sullivan^s initials. He received this 
instruction from Mr. Sullivan. 

+ • Mr, Wells was specifically asked if he ever saw any material pertainino^ 

0 this sensitive program, any digest of material, or any correspondence 
whatever relating to this material in Mr. Mardian*s hands at any time. He 
replied emphatically, ^TSTo. ” This question was repeated three times The 
^swer in each instance was ”No. ” He was asked if sometime in September or 
October, 1971, he had any reason to feel apprehensive over the fact that 
written Bureau communications concerning this program had found their way 
outside the FBI. He said ’^o, He said the only time he Imew or was 
informed in any way that someone outside the Bureau may be in possession 
of tMs material was a telephone call he received from Mr. Edward Miller, 
Assistant Director, DID, about a week and a half after Mr. Sullivan retired. 

In this conversatiai, which was telephonic and when Mr. Wells was no longer 
an FBI employee, Mr. Miller requested him to call Mr. Mardian to ask him 
Mardian, if he iiad any material relating to this special project. Mr, Miller" 
told Mr. Wells that he had information to the effect that Mr. Mardian may 
have some of this information, Mr. Miller also supplied the telephone number 
in San Clemente, California, where Mr. Mardian could be reached. 

Mr, Wells advised he reached Mr. Mardian almost immediately, relayed 
the message, and Mr. Mardian advised he would hay^e to contact the Attorney 
General and the President before he could answer. Wells said he received a 
phone call a short time later and he was advised that Mr. Mitchell had told 
Mr, Mardian not to answer this question. Mardian asked Wells to so advise 
Mr. Miller and that Mr, Mardian w ould call Mr, Miller directly at a later time. 

Mr. Wells said he complied with Mardian*s request and that*s the last he heard of 
















Memo for Mr. Walters rUWfl fet^ l AL 

Re: Sensitive Coverage Placed at Request of White House 

or Since he Mt S b”"" * 

QA D u 5/10/73 Wells admitted that in May or early June 1971 

Haynes, White House liaison, hand deUvered from White House’ 
wiretap material. Wells obtained inventory Ust 

letter frJm^hrwhV^M by Haynes and Wells against each original 

tetter from the White House and matched against FBI yellow file coov To 

best 0 recollection the material checked a^nst the I ster iSt. TherSter 

I Former Secretary, DID 

dirtatinn frnif “fif ?! personally assigned by Mr. Sullivan to take 
too^tetterciTn^m'^f^^ “ se^itive wiretap program. Thereafter she 
Wells known to be from wiretaps. States first tetter 

ThPi-^-fft! Length specifically recalled but contents not recalled. 

L^ter teoer^n^f^in af prepared about every day. 

wlul P®r week. Specifically recalls letter to 

White House comprised of one white original and one yellow file copy 
After typ ia g never sa w the material again. (Interview Eeport Form on 

see tab 9,) 

former FBI Secretary 
I ~ 

Advised from’February or March, 1970, she began taking dictatim 
and tiding l^etters for.SA Wells on informatics from logs concernino- wiretaps 

^ o ^ Attorney General. She recalls filing logs in this oro<Tam 

to thp’Tn^t-^I^R -t^e cabinet in his office. After Mr. Sullivan moved 
crmMni^ri Buildmg ^out July, 1970, she went with him and in that office 
continued to prepare letters for Mr. Wells. After approval from Mr Sullivan 
she would personaUy hand carry them to Mss Helen Gandy in the Director's u 

L --—|a-lso recalled typing two or three authorization requests u 

to the Attorney General, ^ b 

fnr July> 1971, She prepared logs 

for Mt. Wells at his request to carry over to the DID building. She placed 
toem in five large Government messenger envelopes and he departed^with 

ina^irpH^nfAf'^Q vacation, noticed logs not returned, 

inquired of Mr. SulUvan who replied, -'Mr. Wells and Mr. Brennan are 

working gn t t ie i H . ” She never saw logs again. (Interview Report Form on 

see tab lOv) . ■' 
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'Memo for Mr, Walt 
Re:' Sensitive Cbveraoe 

w 


Secretary,, FBI 



t iu from Assistant Director, DE), to Assistant 

to the Director and physicaUy transferred to main Justice Building, he brought 

mth him wiretap logs in connection with very special project. Subsequent 

additional wiretap logs received in Mr. Sullivan's office from 

WFO Agents from which summaries were nrenat-o ri. in. Sullivan's TusHpp 
#__ < •• _ _^ ^ ^ to w re nrenare ^ 


hi absence of 



also filed dc 


— - V*1,JL* r W44. J k^xx\^ X 

portions for Wells' attention, 
typed some summary letters. 


Joseph A. Sizoo, former Number One Man, DID 


, marldng pertinent 
she may have 
►cuments concerning 
-type cabi net 
_ see tab II.) 


He supervised DID in absende of Sullivan and was aware of wiretap 
operation, although had no personal knowledge. In Sullivan's absence there 
were occasions when he was in communication with Supervisor ] L WFO 
af^ passed on instructions to install wiretaps but does not recall 
^y details or names. It was his recollection that Sullivan instructed him to 
forward any logs received from WFO in a sealed envelope to Wells which he 
tad. With regard to retention of wiretap material he beUeves it was held 

®“®tody during first part of operation, but later transferred 
^ Office, where maintained in secure safe -type cabinet. (Interview 
Report Form on Joseph Sizoo, see tab 12.) 


Supervisor! 


WFO 


f - 5 WFO orally requested by Busau 

to institute discreet investigation of John Sears, White Hous^ployee formerly 
an .attorney m Mr. Nixon's law firm in .New York City. | b elieves caU ^ 
came directly to him from Joseph Sizoo. Investigation in matter i nciiiried 
requests for both a physical and telephone surveillance and was 
specifically told coverage was to be handled most discr eetly-^Filhonly one b 6 

transription log which was then to be hand carried to Assistant b''^C 
• Transcription logs in the Sears matter as well 
^ all subsequent telephone surveillance requests in this special protect 
were picked up by| trom the WFO Monitoring Station each morning, 
sealed, and then hand carried by selected Agents to Sullivan's office. | j 
smted upon receipt of the oral request fro m Bureau H^a.rfnnar tArg he* would— 
advise former SA Ernest H. :^ter and SA| |so that the 

installation could be made, (Interview Report Form onl I see 

tab 13.) _I 
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Ernest H. Belter, former SA (Retired) , WFQ 

Belter recalls Spring of 1969, Supervisor advised him WFO 
had received urgent reque st from W. C. SulUvan that White House concerned 
about lealp, Sullivan told | | that some technical surveillances (wiretaps) 
would be initiated by WFO on names to be furnish ed bv Su llivan, Belter was b6 

advised by|_|not to keep any written records. | Isubsequentlv save b7C 

Belter telephone numbers and add resses and he in turn furnished this 
informatioh to SA fvho handled telephone company liaison. 

Belter was advised to have prepared only one transcription of written log. 

Belter advised that to the best of his recollection approximately 12 to 15 
such wiretap requests were handled by him. (Interview Report Form on 
Ernest Belter, see tab 14.) 



Supervisor WFO 

During Summer, 1969 (in his capacity as liaison representative for 
WFO with telephone company) he received oral instructions from Ernest Belter 
that certain wiretaps would be placed on certain phones in an attempt to 
uncover leaks at White House. | [ when he received oral instructions 

from Belter to institute these wiretaps would in turn .orally request the 
telephone compa ny representativ e to effect the requested wiretap. (Interview 
Report Form on see tab 15.) 


MONITORmO EMPLOYEES, WFO 

Special Clerk, WFO ' 

^feigned to Monitoring Section, WFO, 19694970, and until mid4971. 
Had occasteiijomonitor telephone surveillance maintained on Dr. Morton 
Halperin, | 1 said he recalls on one occasion he saw another employee's 
log wherein an entry had been made that Daniel Sllsberg had stayed with 
Dr. Halperin over the weekend. During this visit Ellsbers: made a call 
out of the Halperin residence to a n ow unre called individual] 

the name of Daniel Ellsberg meant 

noming to him a t the time he ob served the name on the log. (Interview 
Report Form Qn | [ see tab 17.) 

I I Special Clerk, WFO 


Advised he was assigned duty of monitoring telephone surveillances, 
WF^, and so assigned in 19694970. Recalls he monitored telephone surveillance 
on Dr. Halperin, who was employed at National Security Council, j j 

said that Dr. Halperin appeared to be close fri end of a Dani el Eilsberg, who on 
occasion stayed at Halperin‘s house overnight, ^^ oes not recall any 


b6 

b7C 


continue: 
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details rela ting to Ellsbe^g's visits, 
1 see tab 16,) 



(Interview Report Form on 


[ Special Clerk, WFO 


Advised that sometime beginning in mid4969 he was assi gned as a 


xxwvaocu ouiiicumt? Dfcjginning in mia^iyoy lie was assigj 
relief man in connectiai with monitoring wiretap of Dr, HalperinJ 


b6 


b7C 


said the only thing he can recall is the fact that Halperin was a close associate 
of Darnemisberg and that he conversed'with Ellsberg in late 1969 and early 

L_I could not recall any details concerning conversations between 

Halperin and Ellsberg, no r could he recall the exact dates of these conversations. 


(Interview Report Form on 


] see tab 18,) 


DEUVERY OF WIRETAP SUMMARIES TO WHITE HOUSE 


SA Robert H, Haynes, Supervisor, Intelligence Division 


^ Hapes has been handling liaison functions with White House since 1969 
and up until present time. Has impression that sometime beginning in 1969 
Assistant Director Sullivan received requests from White House for installation 
of wiretaps on newsmen and certain White House Aides. Haynes reasonably 
certain that on one occasion General Haig telephoned him (Haynes) to request 
installation of wiretap on.an individual,identity not now recalled by Haynes. 
Haynes merely orally passed this request on to Sullivan, 


Haynes had knowledge that former SA Wells was preparing letters to 
White House regarding results of this coverage. Haynes believes he began 
delivering these letters to White House in September, 1969. In doing so, 

Haynes would get call from Miss Gandy, Director’s office. Haynes would 
then go to Miss Gandy’s office, note on yellow file copy, ’Delivered by 
Liaison, ” and note the date and his initials. Letter was then sealed and 
personally delivered by him to the office of the addressee on the envelope. 

At first letters were addressed to Dr. Hssinger, sometimes a dual letter 
to Dr. Kissinger and the President, but ultimately the letters were addressed to 
H. R, Haldeman. 


Sometime after Sullivan was designated Assistant to the Director 
and moved into Justice Building office, Haynes received telephone call 
from Lawrence Higby from the White House to come by and pick up the 
letters on the sensitive coverage. Sometime subsequently he believes 
he was told by Sullivan that Assistant Attorney General Mardian had made 
arrangements for the other letters to the President or Dr, Kissinger to 
be returned and he was sent to pick them up. He went to General Haig, w^io made 
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ava^able from his office file certain letters. General Haig then referred k 

SA Haynes toL—-1, Assistant to John Ehrlichman, who made available h 

certam letters. All of the letters were then returned by Haynes to Sullivan's 
office; There Haynes assisted former SA Wells in matching original letters 
against yellow file copies in SulUvan's office. There were also available at 
die time lists of names typed on plain bond paper. Alter checking letters 
ag^mst yellow file copies and the lists, SA Haynes believes some letters 
blight have beai missing and does not know if all letters were completely 
accounted for. This was last time he saw letters. (Interview Report Form on 
Robert Haynes, see tab 19.) 

removal from FBI CUSTODY OF SENSITIVE MATERIAL 

Former Assistant to the Director William C. Sullivan 

We attempted to interview Sullivan 5/9/73. He requested all questions 
concern i ng this matter be directed to him in writing. This was done by 
letter dated May 10,1973. Sullivan responded by letter dated 5/11/73 The 
essence of his response is as follows: 

Sullivan would not identify who at the White House had made wiretap 
requestsj advising that such questions should be addressed to Mr, Haldeman, 

reques ts were received both orally and by written communications. 
They were received either djlrectly of Mr, J, Edgar Hoover or indirectly 

Sullivan, Sullivan stated written authorization was secured from the 
Attorney General in each case, Sullivan stated that the records of these 
wiretaps which included logs, summaries and correspondence, were maintained 
in h^ office m Ms personal and official custody on the orders of Mr, Hoover, 
Sullivan stated that all of these records on Presidential and Attorney General 

IV&dian, then Assistant Attorney General 
of the Internal Security Division of die Department. Sullivan stated that the 
material was disseminated from the wiretap by letter over Mr, Hoover 
signature to the White House. For sometime the letters were addressed to 
and to the President and Dr. Kissinger. Later they were sent only to 
Haldeman. A few summaries were prepared for the Attorney General 
in memorandum form. Sullivan continued that instructiais to discontinue 
which came from the White House and received by him were relayed to Ivir, 

Hoover. Sullivan stated that he turned ever the material of this special prolect 
m instruction to Mr, Mardian, He had no conversation about it with others 
It was his decision. Sullivan stated the material would be given maximum security, 
where and by whom he did not Imow. Sullivan also did not know whether the 
Attorney General was aware of the disposition. (Interview recorded in 
memorandum to Mr, William D. Ruckelshaus, Acting Director, FBI. dated 
May 11, 1973. Questions sent to Mr. Sullivan dated May 10,1973 are also 
attached to that memorandum. See tab 20,) ’ - 
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Former Assistant Attorney General Rolbert C. Mardian 



. Robert C. Mardian interviewed Phoenix, Arizona, advised first time 
he heard of White House wiretaps subject of this inquiry was during last two 
weeks of July, 1971. Mardian at that time contacted by W, C. Sullivan, who 
advised in substance he had highly sensitive wiretap material which was 
*but of channeP^ at the FBI. Sullivan felt he was in trouble with Mr. Hoover 
and possibility existed he would be fired. W. C. Sullivan wanted Mardian 
to convey to President of United States that this material was in existence, 
Sullivan's reason for doing so was to preclude Mr. Hoover's using this ’ 
information to blackmail President Nixon. This was strictly W. C. Sullivan's 
opinion. Mardian contacted John Mitchell, Attorney General, relayed Mr. 
Sullivan's request. Mr. Mitchell said he would handle. Short time later 
Mardian contacted by Western White House, San Clemente, California, by 
individual whose name he would not divulge, and instructed to fly immediately 
to San Clemente to see the President. Mardian obeyed instructions. Met 
with President of the United States and received two instructions: one pick up 
material from Sullivan and deliver to White House, Washington, D. C.; second / 
to insure Sullivan's material matched with summaries on hand at White House. • 
Mardian returned to Washington and contacted Sullivan, requested all material 
to which Sullivan referred. This material delivered by Assistant Director, FBI, 
Charles Brennan. It was delivered in old 'Tjeat up" satchel, olive drab in color,' 
with initials of W. C, Sullivan thereon. Shortly thereafter Mardian delivered 
satchel to Dr. Henry Kissinger and General Alexander Haig at White House. In 
Kissinger's and Haig's presence, White House correspondence checked against 
chronological check list which listed all material sent to White House by date. 
White House summaries in possession of Dr. Kissinger checked, found intact. 

At best Mardian recalls he then gave check list to Mr. H. R. Haldeman, who as 
best Mardian recalls, checked summaries in his possession against check list. 
Two summaries found missing. After check was made Mardian said he took the 
satchel, which he believes contained summaries, the check list and telephone 
surveillance logs, and delivered them to the Oval Room in White House. Mardian 
declined to identify recipient. (Interview Report Form on Robert Mardian 


i ----|[ I I -1 -.. 

jj^ G;AMitchell. former United States Attorney General 


Sometime during Spring or Summer of 1969 former Director Hoover 
met with him and advised FBI at that time had some wiretap coverage on 
certain individuals specifically requested by the White House. Mitchell stated 
it was not unusual for him not to know of this at its inception since on many 
occasions Mr. Hoover would deal directly with the President or the White House 
on extremely sensitive matters and circumvent the Attorney General's office. 
Mitchell states he never saw nor approved any such requests for wiretap- 
coverage were submitted to him by the FBI. 
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(We have now recovered the m terial from (the White House incMfe^ rv&H 
authorization letters signed witii the signature of Mr. Mitchell ) Mitchell 
recalls that in approximately Fall of 1971 Mardian contacted him and at this 
meetmg told Mtchell he had just recently learned from W. C. Sullivan about 
existence of wiretap coverage. Mardian indicated to Mitchell Su 1 livan 
was furious over the way he was being treated by the Director and for this 
reason he disclosed the information concerning the wiretap to Mardian. 
Sometime thereafter^ Sullivan turned over to Mardian all correspondence 
relating to this wiretap coverage. 

During approximately this same period, Mr. Hoover contacted Mitchell 
and advised him of the problems he was having with Sullivan and in fact 
showed Mitchell a lengthy letter he, Hoover, received from Sullivan in which 
bWUvan accused Hoover of running contrary to the President's wishes in 
many instances. Mitchell recalls telling Mr. Hoover that he had no choice 
but to get rid of Mr. Sullivan. At this point Mitchell described Mr. Sullivan 
as bemg ';a little nuts." 

r i * ^ 

I - - Concerning W, C. Sullivan, Mitchell related it was obvious he 
^ wanted the job of FBI Director since, on numerous occasions, Sullivan 
f wffi in personal contact with various members of the White House staff and 
^ was always "name dropping and wheeling and dealing there. " (White House) 

I (Interview Report Form on Mr. Mitchell, see tab 22.) 

I 

SAC Charles D. Brennan. Alexandria Office, FBI 

!■ . Brennan was formerly Assistant Director, Domestic Intelligence 
Division, located at 9th and D, Brennan recalled receiving visit in August 
1971,: at his office from W. C. Sullivan, who said he had a heavily loaded ^ 
Robert Mardian, containing highly sensitive material, which 
me Attorney General was interested in reviewing. According to Sullivan 
Mardian unavailable at that moment and instructed Brennan to deliver 
brief case for him. Brennan, after Sullivan left, called Mardian's office 
determining Mardian would be back in about 30 minutes, at which time 
Brennan then delivered brief case to Mardian which Mardian was expecting-. 
Brennan claims he did not open brief case and cannot specifically recall 

whe^er (3r not it was even locked. (Interview Report Form on Charles Brennan, 
see tab 23.) ^ ^ 

SEARCH FOR DISPLACED SENSITIVE MATERIAL IN OCTOBER, 1971 

Assistant Director E. S. Miller, Intelligence Division 

Miller advised that on 9/30/71 after it ws realized sensitive material 
and documents in this matter were missing he was instructed to conduct a search 
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of DID space, which was done with negative results. He was also instructed 
to reconstruct as many facts as possible concerning all facets of this coverage. 
This; w^ done and Miller provided the results in a memorandum which is 
attached to the Interview Report Form which relates to Mr, Miller. On 
10/1/71 Miller learned from SA Tom Smith that Mardian had had the sensitive 
material three weeks prior to that date according to former SA Bernard Wells. 

On 10/2/71 Miller contacted Wells and attempted to learn of its whereabouts. 

Wells was unable to assist in this matter but contacted Mardian and reportedly 
was told by Mardian that "This matter doesn’t concern you at all. Tell Miller 
that 1*11 take care of it. Have him get in touch with me. Tell Miller not to 
worry, Sullivan won’t get them. " The Director then reportedly contacted 
Attoimey General Mitchell who advised that Mardian had assured Mitchell that 
the sensitive material had been destroyed. The Attorney General also reportedly 
toldjthe Director that Mardian said the Director approved Mardian*s taking 
possession of the files. (Interview Report Form on E, S. Miller, see tab 24.) 

Special Agent Thomas J, Smith, Section Chief, Intelligence Division, FBI 

^SA Smith had no personal or first-hand knowledge of wiEfcaps on 
newsmen or Government officials while this special wsb going on. However, 
in September, 1971, he was told by SA Wells that Wells had seen the sensitive 
material in the possession of Robert C, Mardian, that Wells was shocked to 
havej seen these highly sensitive documents in Mardian*s possession since they 
were FBI property. Wells reported to Smith that Mardian wanted him to keep 
tlie documents for him. Wells reportedly refused. (Interview Report Form 
on '!|homas J. Smith, see tab 25,) 

REC^OVERY OF SENSITIVE MATERIAL 

p_- 

i _ On the evening of May 10, I 973, information was received that Robert C, 
Marian had turned the sensitive documents over at the White House to Me, John 
■ EhiEchman. 

John D. Ehrlichman 

Ehrlichman said that although he could not recall the exact date, he does 
recall Robert C. Mardian being associated with the delivery of a stack of wiretap 
logs land other written material which he knew to be summaries of the wiretap ■ 
logs jto the White House. He knows this because he recalls "sanpling" the na terial 
at thfe time he took possession. Mr, Ehrlichman said the rrderial to which he 
was Referring was filed in a two-drawer, safe-type cabinet located in his outer 
offic|. Mr. Ehrlichman said that fomthe time he received this material it 
remained in the cabinet until about April 30, 1973. On that date he was considering 
siibmitting his resignation, recalled the presence of this wiretap information, and 
issued orders to have it removed from his office and filed with *'Presidential 
Papers. " (Interview Seoort Form on John Ehrlichman, see tab 26.) 

I 
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Harry R. Haldeman 





. Halde man advised he recalled receiving summary letters concerning 
these wiretaps and that he received them routinely from FBI. Contents 
^d not contain any startling information and he eventually delegated authority 
to read this material to Mr. Higby. He was asked specifically if he had at 
any time engaged in checking White House summary letters against FBI 
copies of these letters with Mr. Mardian, He said as best as he could recall 
the answer would be ”No, ” Although he had no direct knowledge fio m the 
information he learned from Mr. Ehrlichman the sensitive material was 
still at the White House as of May 11, 1973, according to Mr. Haldeman, 
(Interview Report Form on Harry Haldeman, see tab 27.) 

General Alexander M. Haig 

General Haig advised that the records being sought were presently in 
impoundment at the White House as of May 11, 1973, and would be avaiSDle 
for review by Mr, Ruckelhaus, 

* 

(The material at the White House was reviewed by Acting Director 
Ruckelshaus and Special Agent Thomas Smith May 12, 1973, and returned 
to FBI custody,) 


With respect to the decision and request for iis tallation of these 
wiretaps, General Haig said that he coifti not answer this because the 
^tion taken was the result of joint input. General Haig was in contact with 
the Bureau in connection with matters in which Dr, Kissinger had a direct 
mterest. He feels requests for wiretaps were generally transmitted to 
former Assistant Director William C, Su llivan. General Haig was 
also asked if in his opinion these wiretaps were productive. He stated 
he feels they were invaluable and had been of considerable assistance 
■ in helping to control leaks to the press at the White House. (Interview 
Report Form on Alexander Haig, see tab 28.) 


As a result of recovering the sensitive material from the White House 
today a review of all the authorized wiretaps signed by Attorney General 
Mitchell produces the following list of individuals on whom apDroved 
authorizations were obtained: 



DIS¬ 
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Original, approved authorizations signed 
by the Attorney General 



Letter dated 5/12/69: 


Daniel Ira Davidson ^ 


1 

Morton H. Halperin 


If 

Colonel Robert Pursley*^ 



Helmut Sonnenfeldt^' 

Letter dated 5/20/69 

(V 

Richard M. Moose ^ 

* 


Richard Le^fenider 

Letter dated 5/29/69 


Henry Brandon 

Letter dated 7/23/69 

if 

John Patrick Sears' 

Letter dated 8/4/69 

i 

William Safire ' 

Letter dated September 

, 1969 ' 

Marvin Kalb 

Letter dated 5/4/70 

f 

William Beecher ' 

f! - ti rr 

ft ft t9 


General Robert Parsley ^ 

^ ft ft ■■ 

1’ 

Ambassador Richard F. Pedersen 

II TI 

(n^ 

Ambassador William H. Sullivan 

Letter dated 6/4/69 

n 

Hedrick L. Smith ' 

Letter dated 5/13/70 

3 

William Anthony K.^Lake 

Letter dated 5/13/70 

1 

Winston Lord ^ 

Letter dated 10/16/70 


Helmut Sonnenfeldt ^ 

Letter dated 12/14/70 

✓ 

i> 

Jamie W. McLane . 


^ While many were on a very short time, and others were on a very 
long time, none were operated beyond 2/9/71, when all were discontinued 
and not re-instituted. 



-14- 


CONTmtlED - OVER 








MfesEo for Mr. Waite 
Rei Sensitive Coveral, 




th.f communication dat^d October 6, 1971, it was indicated 

that former Assistant Director Sullivan had by letter 10/5/71 requested 

U-® p^cment letter request he had also requested permission 
to him to keep his badge. Mr. Felt recommended against this and Mr 
Hoover concurred in the following language: "I concur. In view of circumstances 
surroundmg his separation and more particular in view of his turning ov^ 
to Mardian highly secret and confidential FBI files for destruction without any 
approval by the Bureau he is not to be on any mailing lists nor shown any 
consideration. " (See Intra-Bureau communication dated 10/6/71, tab 29.) 

Tc^cciment the conversation between former Special Agent Bernard 

Sriai'^-n Thomas Smith regarding Wells' observance of sensitive 

f possession after Wells' retirement, the memorandum 

Miller dated October 1, 1971, is attached. (See 
letter from Smith to Miller, tab 30.) . ^ 

special SQUAD 

+ ®“ce May 6, 1973, a special squad has been working under Acting 
Director Ruckelshaus in an effort to discover what happened to the sensitive 
wu’etap material. This squad was composed of specially selected FBI 
Headquarters personnel due to the highly sensitive nature of the inquiry 

conducted ali by the special squad which included 
tovel to places such as Phoenix, Arizona; Tampa, Florida; Savannah, 

Georgia; New York City, and Stamford, Connecticut. 

ACTION: 


For information. 
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FEDERAL. BUREAU OF INVESTiGATION 


ucm Qf rronscri 



tronscriplion^ m&yio. m3 


I I Office of til© Acting Birectoaf ^ FBI;, tos 

later??!Gi?;ed and fiirnlshad tlie following inlorinatian to the best of her 
recoUectic^: 

£?ometime during 1S69 the tiim Assistant Director of the Domestic 
IntelHger/ce BlYlslon (15)1)), vvilliam C. Sullivan, toiephcaicaily coataeiod 
form^?r Director Hoover advising him of i>OBsMa leans at tho white House I 
and that the v/lnite House had requested that tlie FEI place teiophouic i 

suryg?lH auce covera^^e (wiretaps) m specific Indivi.duala,' names not x'e- 
CHJisd. i beiieves the requests originated from Coimei Haig 

M Va\ Henry Eissin^Vr's sM at the Vmlte House. Mr,.2-lcvover adviseci 
Hr. Sxillivjm at tills time that wlialever v^iretaps v/sre placed against 
individuals of interest to tho vVliite House would be placed only v/lth prior 
written autiiori^aallon by the then Attoraey General John MltcheE. 

J recalled tiuit justtfication letters concerning these 

'teecxai" wiretaps were perscHiaily carried to the Attorney Geas?rars 
office lor approved by Mies Edna Holmes, who was then assl^^isd to the 
Birector’'s front oifice. Whoa the requests for apprt^ai were signed by 
the Attorney General, hUss Holmes v/ould receive a telephone call from 
that oCHca to retriei^e the approved asthorisatioas. 

Whai tile origin ^ reciaest for a uthoriEnticgi concerning fhese ’^speciar* 
wire^ps was prepared, ] n woidd me the yeilow tile copy in the 

Confidential m tiie Director's Office. Tain 

corresp<mdeace, as well aa ail ether cic?ctx m^ts so maiata ing^L ms to ]ie i 
eventually made pari of regular FBI files. | "I stated she felt 

certain the requests fo r Attorney Geny *al authorisation for these wiretaps 
Were prepared at D0>. | [ g^olalaeci tkit Attorney General 

autiiorbsatioa rcqi:^sts consiated of p original, a a iisi widte and a yellow 
copy. The yellow copy was by | l as described above and 

the original and thin white copy sent to the Attorney Genei^al'e office for 
approval. The Attorney General's oCfice would keep the thin whits copy and 
irste'n io the FBI the original white cositaijilag the written authorization, of 


iJerviewed on. 



Special Agent G. O, WattO^hg 


didoi^d-jr:ay43^1S!?3_ 


tis docyment conloins neither recommeodolions nor conclusions of at, fhe property of lha-FBI and Is looned lo your ogency; 
and its contents ore not to be distributed outside your ogency. | /1 y > T / A ? ^ 




















the Attorney Geaeral. that she presumed the oi^iginai 

wliite was sent by Miss aoimes to the DID inasmuch as she did aot see the 
final authorization come bach from the Attorney General's office. 

stated that it was obvious to her tljat these wiretaps 
were ' special’’ since tliis wa^ the first time in her recollection that yeiow 
■ copies of letters requesting Attorney General axithorlaation for wiretaps 
were kept in the Director's office. In all other national security ‘wiretap 
cases the yellow copies would always be maintained in regular Bureau files, 
to the best of her knowledge. 

I k ould not recall the identities of the individuals on 

these "speclar’ wiretaps were placed but noted that eil yellow file 
copies of communications concerning this matter were-maintained in one 
folder rather tliau broken down into individual file folders. She stated that 
to the best cf her recollection she also filed yeiio'w copies of summaries 
coataining the results of wiretaps in this same folder with the Attorney 
General authorisation letters but could aot say that each justification letter 
was also fcllov/ed by a su mm ary. She could not recall to whom the summary 
letters were forwarded, aor did she know who prepared them. 

I could not specifically recall the number of ’’special” 

wiretaps that were placed but she believed there were approximately six to 
eight individuals who were Uie subjects of these wiretaps. 

I [stated that while Mr. Sullivan was still Assistant 

Director of DID a decision was xnade by Mr. Hoover that all correspondence 
pertaining to these ’’special” wiretaps which were maintaiaed in the 
Director’s "Official Comidsatial Flies” be transferred to B/ir. SuHivan’s 
custody at DID. She coaid not recall how these records were transported } 

to DID norJhe basis for this decision to transfer them to Mr. Sullivan's i 

custody* She assumes, however, that the "special” coverage had ceased 
icasmueh as she could not recall filing any additional yellow copies of 
Attorney Geaeiral authorization letters or summaries in this matter sub- 
eequ^t to the material being transferred to DID. 

I cooM not recall the Director having received any 
personal visitors or phcHtie calls outside of the FBI concerning this "special” 
wiretap coverage. She stated that the whole key to this puzzle rests with 
Mr. VVaiiam C. SuUivaa. 
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[ 


Jstatcd that she at no time took dictation from Mr. Hoover 


or anyone eis'e concerning this ‘’special'* wiretap coverage and merely filed 
yellow copies of correspondence as esplained above. 


[ 


]stated very emphatically that In the sixteen years 


that she has worked in the Director’s front office she specifically recalled 
Mr. Hoover stating on many occasions during this period and up until bis 
death, in her presence and in an extremely adamant fashion, that he, 

Mr. Hoover, as as lie was Director of the FBI would never personally 
authorize wiretap coverage m any one without prior written approval of the 
Attorney G^erai. I S tated Mr. Hoover explained that tlie basis 

for his decision was that a system oi ’’checks and balances'* had to be 
maintained at all times. 
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f JfanscrIption_ May n, 1973 


j t? f Admlnlstrattye Assistant to former Director 

t ftulowlng infomaticm to the best of her re- 

t ISS9, former Assistant Director W. C. SaMrtat 


Col®8l Dalg at toe WTsife Hoasse. Aitocgjrij gha coaid not recall bow rosnv 
^ b-OBs wiretaps were placed, she rsmsmbers that Henry Brandon and 

0^ C07erage. Miss Gandy recaUs 
a^ivlslag £uili7an at fiiat time that the ■wiretaps \voald be 

W *. ra «li,.iter ,«tt„ .rtnoriaao, ITM 

. „, ^, Gandy recalls that saamaries setting forth the results of toe 

■w^teps werepTB^t^, presusMbly by the Domestic latoliigcrics DiT^giea 
(DID), aud seat to the Director's Offtse tor ama-<ml. At to.4 wtot a 

itt her presence, toe "yellow''ofHcs 

S g f ^ M ; g White House, Ha gave toa 

r..!Ln^..cfy-t a__ it in the 'Official 

CffijMestlal Files-' b^lalneat k toe Director's Office. 

A o„« . recatfei feat todng toe time Mr, SuHivnn was still 

^ coverage malatatoad in his office bs 

Shecouldaotracailhewtois 

Mto Gaady stated, to the best of her recollectioa. she had no 
^g?t iart to nJ.17 ip this "spaclal” wiretap coverage. She knew that 

__ 1^??^ liiliig *V^liow” fll.$ coDiisis p^rtaiala^^ to thhi 

c-werage m me -Official Ct^^M - aad -1 


-'>»- Dt C* -_ - ^ 


p 

—Asstotoat4>tosetoF-#v-3t.-S<^^®.^4___ 
Inspector N. F, Stsxd.es:!dig 

Idcumeof conl.m. __ " 


Dole dicfoled 


con.,!„, ,„,i,h„ „„ , 

I .1. „„ b, '• " » 




eproperty of the FBI.and [s loaned to 

tfetWftji,' 


your agency; 














and 

to this matter. 


niay have tahen dicteticm from Director Hoover relating 


Miss Gandy could not recall the Director having received any 
pers^ visitors or phone calls aitside of the FBI ccBtcerning this 
special wiretap ceverage. She stated that W. C. Sullivan should have 
ail uie anewei’8 eoacenji^ig this matter* 

Miss Gandy stated foilswing the Director’s d^th in May, 
^material hept in the "Official Confidential Files" in the Director’s ’ 
Office was tm-nsd over to Mr, Mark Felt's custody. 

■ Miss Gaady related jaost emphatically that daring the many years 
SRS as Mr, Hoover’s Adnslxsistrative Assistjint sho oersaaaily 
heard Mr, Hoover state, oa naTscrons occasions, that aslong as he ms 
tot^tor o£ the FBI, no wiretaps would be placed by the FBL without prior 
v/ritten authorisation from tlie Attorney General* 
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, . - , _ Office of the Acting Director, FBI, was inler- 

^ iuraistiesl tfea following fcaformatioa to the best of her reeoliectioa: 


She first became aware sometiins to Bie Fall of 1 S 6 S or 1 S 70 that 
certala sensitive coverage (wiretaos) was being carried on by the FBI 
relying to to'Jividuals associated with the Whits House. Sis became aware 
beesiaae either in late £’S':tsx».ber or early October of 1 SG 8 or 


1^70 _|was <jn vacation, she’handled some of 

3 t wag cfejying this j)erk)d dt tirrse that slje recaliedl filing 
yellow copies sammariss relating to wlr^apa lit the 
Confiaeistlal Files, ** 


^0 oaly recalled the name ct one iadiyidual mentioned in these 
and that was tlie nani© of Eaflre. Bfee speciltcaliy recalled th 2 t the 
original ol tlie summary of the wiretaps was sent to Colonel iiaig at the 
^'hite I laid not reroemher aa>'oae from Domestic Ir^elli- 

gence Dijlsion eyer bringing over to the Director’s CMice ^ corrosGondeneo 
relating to the wiretaps* 


jgiiyv3va> 



/ 


nterviewed on 


^yiO, 1S7S -" 

- ^ick F. .Starnes 


-Wa^iagt oa^ D, C* 


.File # 


.Date dicloled 


i m-i- 


hTs dosjfnonl contoic.s neither recomrnendolions nor cc 
t ond its .contents ore not to be distribuled outside yogr agency. 




81 ond is loaned to your cgency; 
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of tronscrlplion. ■ May la. 1873 


iKtelUgeucs Division 0ID} Si^rvisor SSichael 
iJOsamiB, 6508 Drive, itolraes E^ach, riorida, recalls that Iia 

te was tow by Assistant Clrecto^ MUi'am a “ Se WMte ‘ 

esnee^d about leasa ipom ti® Whits Koisso and the Bureau was reauestsd to Blase 
: recouectim, about six tlfS* 

' Sfen vaguely recaU tiie naraes at C'olcael Pursley, 

iJ«3s.viddals feat &a mi had piaceJwiretans 
« resiuoace tele^mes. Rommm received the Imnressloa from Sninwur 
I dial ttos reqiESiwKs matle d Director Heaver wersoaaUy by Dr, Eenry j' 2 ssino«i* 

: At „-sa« liffiK! tsalUvaa told Eozamus that this s?as a st^r-seoeitive matter ami * 

Sorehi ^ ^ wiretai^ bs approved by the Attorney General 

4 

, ,5^ Simday, Rrasaissia reviewed several files Saiilvan has?««. 

aad called mtothe office fels secretary, Isia^ reei^id 

& »®«alj?iretap^^^nm5s^er SuiUvaa'a 

MaO% ittg him^r whss Kosamiis tmk the foms to Saiif v^ji’ps 

£ffcumvaa free KoEanus took the wiretap i-eqaest 

who aijprovsd them. SvAms^ then instnicted Eoaamits to 
ear^ all c^ies of iha re^iassts to, a doiftsle sealed envelo!^ to Ftos K"im 

Direetw sjad approved the reaiajsts aadSailiv^ 

^ ^ ?® proiect ia oecrati*®. liozamus bcUsves he thea 

cajea toe Field Office fWFO) aad tetoiffitcd Supervtsorl ‘ 

—|ia isKtihae this spaciai project. Eozaiaus ra^ly advised BaUivais-^ 

be^i^tutod by WFO. Kessmas matte no writte^eord ? 
iW ®f bad been tostractsd by Suilimi, he ^ 

, m ncA ioiiow ^ his SSiHtione to T^ ia a written comsaeEicatioa to WFO, 


■- §/m0i 



I ‘ ' b ffii . . q- .^ . -— May 13, lg7S 

ument contains neither recommendations nor conclusions of the FBI It to i" 

te contents are not lo be distributed outside your agency. ’ e\property of the FBI or,d Is looned to your ogoncyj 

















RtiiHwon f J later In the late afteraooa, Rozamus was instructed by 

‘O Director DsLcach, Rozamus immeaiately 
went to^eLoach s olnce and was told that one, and possibly two to his ^ 

r ctdleetion, adoitlonal wiretap requests had been made by the White House 
DeLoach tolA him this and instructed him to prepare the necessary requests* 
DeLoach stated that Mr. Hoover was waiting in his office to sign these requests 
for ai^rpCmajaas around 6:00 P, m, Rozamus dictated the eommaSicatloas 

MI — n — f- I Upon completloa all conies were h 

teksn from the tyipewnter personaUy by DeLoach and hand carried by DeLoach 
to tee Lirsetor ai^ Attorney General katchell while Eozamus was inftruc^“ 
by-lOLtach to wait until he, DeLoach, returned. About fifteen or twenty 
mteutes later DeLoach retnrn«5d stating that fee Elrector and iha Attorney General 
the communications. Ag Eozamus recalls this incident oc^red 
eefore Hozamus ceased active duty on or about biay 24, 1970, 
SozamiB was training Si^ervisor Ed Grlgalus 
M Rozamus ted made one extra copy of one request for a 

gtilfe which he claims he exhibited to Grigalus in case tte matter c 2 «as iro 
agaia an^ ihea iitosainus destroyec^ this copy* ^ 

u Claimed ttiat he never reviewed any (rf the wiretap nor 

siunmaries which he said was tte responsibility 
0 * Bercara Wells, Rozamus recalls on only ®ie occasion he asked vVeiia if 
».uyt.ilng good was coming from the wiretaps and vVells said, "R'othiao-bsi 


4-2.^ 1 Ti— 7 px'i^umy Knew somemn^ 

about tlx« project ia vlei^ Oi Sullivaa^s freciusnt sbseac^s Irom the oXileo 

^ fmaintaining the daily up-to-<]ate couat on the aumber 
of wire^ps m osisteacs by the Bm'oau throughout the country bat SuIUiraa 
xastracted him not to iacltKie the wiretaps from this project ia that overall 

recalls ao wirehips m Daniel Bllsberg nor did he ever 
uv.v>r dut zLllsoerg was mooitored oa any of these wiretaps* 


talw .y_4 ■-> 
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--- VVill 

on mrT'im^^r ^ Melacfc® and SA 2ina 

oa imy J, ib ?3. .>.r. ells that ho was a Tomer aooprvJqnr 

1S71. k 

Rfiviseu he retired iiOm t- ei serrlce on July 30, lS?j. Hq cayt },« i® ci,i.r.f.„^!^ 

SSr “ kpartmS 

f of the Mer^iev? Mr, Wells was adrised that he was belnr 

O^t^ted regardiBg any direct im«iecige he ^ossessfetl eoncernlYj^ 

Instituted dhriii^ tna period tfsrough 

diirt^f- perfectly willing to discuss tiie wiretaes 

mtbSfi fee period of time he waa siaployed ty the FBI.-'Be said tiiM da* to 

to ^0itj5a HOT with the De^rtmetst of Justice fait he couid not distils 
^ytong that he losraed afcout ^.'hUs House staff etaoioyees after he Is^t the 
JXm* “Vised that for the purposes of thte 4emew he wSL 
restrict to circucistasees teat bore a direct relstionshio to his *!'«X 

eiuploysient. His reMiomhto with the Oepartosnt of JastiM ^ ti uiMT! 

S's.fss:"’ .t't-irs* “A« 

concerned that tee ioforaj^ioa he 

^ f ^ «5is would not occur. He was specifically advised by lhapectoi' 

premise could be laade ;rs there was afcsofa’taly no wa? 

0 . foi ecastiag Mure legal action. Mr. Wells saM «Ail rl^'t as Ion-"' as I ^ 

coiifm 0 in my coGimentsi to ^ ^ ^ 

with the FBI." w i*ets oKaLned by me dayrng my employmeiit 

in the gammer of ises, exact date uisrecaUed, Mr. ffUili--njv ths 

^ wircZ oSaSn SeSng 

^ Aulte 15<TOe ana instnicted him he was to carry oci the operation. 

^!f ^ project and was authorised by the 

StMe operation had been on-golng fw 

■ 'f/-f ^eciis, and material relating to 

project was initUHy ma Mamed to the Director's office. Wells wa^afasoiutoly 


I .Viewed -o.__ 

I S/i ^ llliSin A- Meuicico smi 


.Cole dlclcted._ 


documenl conio.ns neilher recommendoftoov nor coftctosions o'f Ih 


id its Contents ore not to be dlslr* 




e^. It is the prop! J/^iihe Fgl is boned to 


youf ogenc'/j 


< 4iBa 











sure because when he started wrklx^ on the project logs were alreadjr la 
. eKistence. These logs had been maintained in Mr* Iioo 7 er’s Office. Wells 
advised he gained distinct ijxipressloa from Mr. Sullivan that at the inception 
of the program only Mr* Sulllvaa, Mx'. lioover and Miss Gandy had know ledge, 

Tliough he had no firsthand knowledge, he Knew, but could not now 
recall where he got tha information, that the wiretaps were put on because 
of leaks la the Strategic Arms Limitations Talks (SALT), The type of infor-- 
xnatiott being lea^:ed was the upper and lower llmita to which the United 
States would agree, 

^ ^ . 

The number of logs increased to the point where they needed assistance 
and Mr, Sullivan delegated tills to Mr* VS'cUs* Wells said he reviewcid 
given to him by Mr. Sulliva n and then dictated to| | 

I ■ , I alter l H eft the FBL he 

aicti:u:s3d to | _|He advised he dictated directlyfrom logs; the result¬ 

ing summary letter going only to the President of the United States, Mr. 
and later to Ii/aT, h# H, iixalcieman of the White House staff. This letter was 
compxised of au original ami one yellow copy. He advised that routinely he 
did. not dictate a copy for the Attorney General. At a date unrecalled, b7C 

probably in 1970, he was instructed by Mr. Sullivan who relayed Information 
to him that Mr, Hoover wanted a summary to be sent to the Attorney General, 

Mr* John Mitcbeil, As bast Wells could recall he dictated at least three of these 
summaries during 1970 and early 1971. He recalls that this was on letterhead 
memorasduxn. He aovised tliat at the incej^ion of the program when he first 
_^came Involv^ all logs were returned to Mr* gulUvaa* Later, when i 1 
__Jook the dictation, lie left the logs on her dess and she filed them. Be 
advised that from time to time he dictated letters rec^uesting authorisation 
concerning this program addressed to the Attorney General, XJr. John 
MUcheiL He advised he could not recall the dates at ai4 particularly in view 
of the fact that the w*iretap3 on any one ii^iividual might be discontinued and 
<x)iitinued again at a later date. He specifically recalled writing letters 
requesting autliorizatioa on the following individuals; 

William Satire, 

Colonel Bobert Pursley, and 
Helmut Sonneafeldt, 











Be advised the following liidividuals were people ou whom the wlre- 
• taps were placed at their home residence: 

Eenry Brandon Marvin Kalb 

Mortoa Halperin Williant Beecher 

Tony lake Bedrick Sraith 

Daniel Davidson Ambassador William SulUvaa 

Winston Lord Richard JyXoose 

As best he could recall. Wells advised that wT^ea he was first taken Into the 
confidence of Assistant Director Sullivan he was advised that the wiretaps 
were authorised by the Attorney General and Mr, Hoover had insisted upon 
anthorization. Later, when he became more involved, he was sure of this 
faet'becaiise he dictated letters x’e^^ussting authorisation and said that he 
saw them returned with Mr, X^aitchelFs sigmture. Wells could not recall 
when or where he saw tiiem and did not imow where they were filed. Be 
Edvised the logs were filed la Mr, Sullivan* s office in a two-drawer, safe- 
type cabinet. 

- - Wells said with regard to the letters requesting authorisation, there 
was only one original and one yellow copy no tissue copy, XMs again was 
onJnstructions of Mx. Hoover as relayed to him by Mr. Sullivan. With 
regard to all yellows, Mr. Wells said he knev/ they were filed outside 
Mr. Sullivan’s office in a safe-type cabinet in the reception ai^ea when Mr. 
Sullivan was in Ninth and D building. When Ur. Sullivan moved to the Justice 
Rjilding, the yellows were filect beneath the mail racic located just outside 
Mr. Sullivan’s office along the left walL Heneatii this mail rac^ was a series 
of two-drawer, safe-type cabinets. One of the middle cabinets was used to 
store the yellows. They were in a file which Wells called ’’Outside 
CorrespOiKlencd. Nothing else was in the file bat the. previous yellows 
bound together by an Acco fastener and file back. He frequei^ly referred to 
these yellows when dictating new summary letters. Therefore, knows they 
wore returned and filed as set forth above. He did not know who filed them. 

Wells said he could isot now recall any specific conversations walcii 
were recorded. Be said he could generalize to the extent that in ail wiretaps 
both tiie indlvkiual involved and his wHe talked very loosely about the projects 











at the White House to both their friends and in some instances to niembers of 
. the news media* Be felt the tap was useful because it Indicated liow loosely 
carelessly inforaiatlon of a highly critical nature v/as bal^died about* 

Wells said he specifically recalled ojxe instance ia which the nai 2 ie £llsber^ 
appcareci la'tiie logs* lie couM not recall which log was involved^ however, 
his best recoUectlon was Morton Kaiperin* In this instance Haiperin spoite 
to some aniinown party of attending a party either with or for Elisberg. 

SUslKsrg was aot a party to the conversation. He said, in fact, that in early 
June of 1971 as best he could recall on Mr, Sullivan’s instructions he 
reviewed all the logs and d^emiinea Bilsberg was not a party to anj^ telephone 
conversation* He neither made a call nor received one* 

Wells recalled that the last time he saw any of the material involving 
this .wiretap operation was approximately a month before he retired from 
Bureau service. Be retired July 30, 1071. He said that Mr. SuIlU^^ 
instructed him to discontinue the program. Wells advised that ai^v corres-- 
poadence he dictated was always over Mr. SulUvaa’s inittals, "’WCS. He 
received this instruction from Mr. Snillvan. 

Mr* W^ells was specifically asived if he ever saw any material per¬ 
taining to this sensitive program, any digest of material or any correspondence 
whatever relating to this material in Mr. Mardian^s bands at any time. He 
replied emphatically He was asiied if som^lriiie in September or 

October, 1971, he had any reason to feel apprehensive over the fact 
written Bureau communications concerning this program had found their way 
outside the FBI. He said, ’* Be said the only time he knew or was 
informed in any way that someone outside the Bureau may be in possession 
of this material was a telephone call he received from Mr. Edward Miller, 
Assistant Director, DID, about a week and a half after Mr. Sullivan retired. 

In this conversation, wiilch was telephonic, and when Mr. Weils was no 
longer an FBI employee, Mr. Miller requested him to call Mr. Mardian to 
ask hlr^ &<lr. Mardian, if he had any material relating to this special project. 
Mr. Miller told Mr. W ells that he had information to the effect that 
Mr. Mardian may have some of this informatioa. Mr. MiUor also supplied 
the telephone number in San Clemente, California, where Mr. Mardian could 
be reached. Mr. Wells advised he reached Xdr. Mardian almost immediately, 
relayed the message, and Mr, Mardian advised ha would have to contact the 












V 






^orney General and the President before he coaid answer. Wells advised 
he leceived a phone call a short time later and he was advised that 
*.* told Mr. Marcliau not to answer this question. ?fe5ardlan 

as^ea Uells to so advise Mr. Miller and that Mr. Mardlaa would call 
Mr. direetiy at a later time, Mr. Wells said he complied with 

Mardl^ B request and that is the last he heard of the incident. Wells was 
emphatic that he never saw any ol the material after he dictated the last 

summary letter. Be never saw it again either in the Bureau or since he left 
tne Bureau. 

Mr. Wells said he did not Imow the sdei^ity of any employees of the 
Department of Justice who were involved in this project. 

£ Mr* Weils was as^od if there was anything else he could recall con- 
ceri^g the special project he handled for Mr. Sullivan that the h^tervlewine 
Agents should ^now. Mr, Wells replied, ”Kb. 
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FBI ATJTOIMTIC DICLASSIFICATIOM GUI&I 
’ DATE 01“i9'“20i0 

SW I 



Dole of Iranscriplton. 


Mayl2, 1973 


Tw* nr interviewed on 5/9/73 at 12:15 p.m, 

rT ‘ ' « H ^ former FBI employee and supeiwisor in the 

Domestic Intelligence Division. He said he is currently employed as an 
Attoraey Advisor for the Criminal Division, Department of Justice. • 
Mr. Wells was reminded of the fact tliat he had been interviewed earlier 
the same ^y and that Inspector Meineke and SA E. T. Zinn had several 
points that they wanted to be sure were absolutely accurate. Mr. Wells 

previous interview he was asked specifically 
wiiether or not he had ever seen any material whatever pertaining to 
tte wiretap pro^am he had been handling for Assistant to the Director 
^ M C. Sullivan in Mr, Robert Mardian's hands at any time. He 
said absolutely not. The question was again put to Mr. Wells, phrased 

material pertaining to this sensitive 

fn fwo material or any correspondence whatever relating 

to tins material m Mr. Mardian's hands at any time?" He renlied 

emphatically, "No." This same question was repeated twice more and 
Ki each instance the reply again was 

1Q 71 .then asked if sometime In September or October, 

reason v/hatever to feel apprehensive over the fact that 

5 sfoA'sr. 

_v^ • .. 

‘ he could recaU was what he said in' his 

''^Sef AeSTf f® received a telephone caU from Mr. Edward • 

k^?a 4lf it? tr*"’ InteUigence Division, about a week 

Md a haH after Mr, SuUivan retired. He advised the conversation was 

Bff^’^Sdiaf him to caH Mr. Mardian to ask him, 

Maxdian, H he uad any material whatever relating to the soecial 
, project Which Mr. WeUs had handled for Mr. SuUivan! Mr. WeUs advised 
^d’^Mr ^ost Immediately in San Clemente, California, 

AttomivOene?'? h'^r®®?^® contact the President and the 

mtomey General before he could answer, A short time later he received 

another phone call from Mr. Mardian and was simply told by Mr. Mardian 


iewed onM3.y_9, 1973_o> WashingtoTi. D. C. 


_fa spe^ctor W. A. M^lticke and ^ 

Special Agents, T. Zinii:hhg ^ 

xumenf conloins neither recommendoJions nor conclusions^ 
its ca^tonls ore nol to be distributed outside your agency. 


.dictotad 12 1973 


FBI and i$ looned to 


your agency; 
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told him not to answer the 

hA lAft th^l^wnT'ff that while he was handling the program and since 

® nothing to arouse his suspicion, that anything 

other than the designated copies were going to the White House or the 
Attorney General. 
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Mr. femard A. Wells was interviewed by fiispector I-^eincke and 
^clal Age^ZinnenMayS, 1973. Attheonaet of th^e^rtew S. Weils was 
advised tiiat he was being contacted regarding his reriew of very sensitive 
materi^ por^initig to the national seairity telephone surveillance, wMdi was 
in ^ect auring the period 18t>9 throu^ early Spring, 1971. 

SidviEJed thst during the above period he was smrioved bv 
fee FBI to fee Domestic toielUgence Divisioa (Dm) as a s,J«wiso?%d dd 

-t n^iiT Assistant Director W, C. i 

told 1^ Mr. Wmiam C. fSililvan thsjt 
fete telepboae surveill^ce was batag coMucted with the approval of the 
Attorney General and Mr. J. Edgar Eooysr. 

‘recall he received 

Assistant Director W. C. adUvan to review ail of 
ferial feat was gathered pertatotog to this telephone surveiltence to 
d^em^ne whether or not Daniel Ellsberg either received any telenhone 

(^te or made ai^ telephone calls that were recorded ctartog the period of 
the telephone surveEl^ce. ^ ^ 

calls ei£r sj^ciflcaily recalls that there were no teleohone 

calls either made by, received oy Mr. Ellsberg or caiis to which htr k 

^veiL^jCs. .je aav^ed he recalled feat in one instance a call was rn^nia jo 
^ch a person Initiating a call mentioned fee name of Daniel Ellsberg 
^ as bssv he could recall this was a situation where fee caUer was either 


rviewed on. 


fespector WUHana A. Metockeami 

fiA ?E? 'F "lArS • 


docomenl ccniptes neither recommendotions nor conclusions ol 
nd Ms content, ore not to be distributed outside your agency. 
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_ May tO, 


SigilTepropyJ^of lhe FBI end is loooed to your 


W i 


your agency; 
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In fhn r[ former FI2 'employee and Sapervlsor 

m the Domestic Intelligence Division (DID), currently emnloved as an 

i>Jvision, Department of Justice^ was re- 

knowledge that original summaries 

latTsorm^^lS oT- FBI from the White House in 

mte faprn^, 1971, ana inventoried in the office of the Oien Assistant tn 

to Dte WU1&„ o. H. afcM to. hlS,™ o“ s 

a ^ ^ attention of Agents 

duri^ a previous interview, he stated he did not recall bein^’ asked this 
question and besides the tiiought didn't occur to him. 

cA Tj t. ^ ^®^*^ospect, he now recalls that in May o£‘ early June 1871 

Sism cm-rently ^signed FBI Headqiarters Is IVhite Hm^e 

liaison, hMd delivered irom the White House the orMaal summaries 

to'Z previously been fuimished by to^FM 

nff^f Haynes brought these summaries to Mr, Sullivan's 

office 111 the Justice Building and was met there by Wells. Although 

a furnished an inventory list which 

toe SA Haynes and W^eUs against the original letters from 

toe Waite House and the original letters were toea matched to the FBI 

Sme mstoS"^ recollection toe material checked 

' "“^erstaEding from Suilivan that the reason toe 

if ^ concerned about sensitive material bem<- 

material was inventoried and matched, it was 
^ ^ knowledge as to its ultimate 

again if he had ever seen FBI wiretap material 

nier^’^^nf-r ; former Assislant Attorney 

Genera*, or u Im ever told an FBI official he had seen wiretap material 

Ltone«r®w NT ’■'“oh he replied he had not in boto 

instances. WeHs was asked if he has any knowledge or is in possession 


: "-s. 


'iewed on May lOj 1873 


-oL 


Waghlngtott^ T>, 




.File # 


—Isg-P-egtogjr L, Gunderson and 
I t bhg 

(ocufnen) contofns neilher reoommendotJons nor conclusions o 
i ds contenis oce not to be disfriboled outside your ogertcy. 


.Dote dictoled. May 12. 1973 
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of any material concerning tETs’ m^terl^ch he has not previously 
furnished the B to which he replied In the negative* 

Mr. Wells has no knowledge concerning whether or not ori^al 1 

Department of Justice were Inventoried or checked! 
against FBI copies in Mr. Sullivan’s possession. 
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Dofo ol tronscripllon.^ 


as a 


C, wumoer i-wo Mail mthe Domestic Intelligence Division (DID). 

interview 

special project whic'h had been L“p^x^LlX wS2iT£lir”""T“^ f 

and re Lmbered th^ ^h^sSSr^f® 

S!r.£“ aarF“ “ 

impressed, during the initial contact wi? M?1 Suvm ^laUhl®^® 
shouJxi be closely guarded ar'l i * £>uauaa, that this project 

Slie mentioned that in view of this imnrf^QQ^n of it with anyone. 

performed in co^e^Mt SS Sel iterfn 

not even her immediate superior, Mr. Moor^ ^y°“e, 

this wire^op^rath lh was alread^r in impression that 

selected to ha^dlelJSS^S ^ 


Mr. W 


^^^^^contmued that from the inception of her typing for 




r.i.v,.j .n_Maj!La,_l 923 -ci_ Alerratirlrin^ 

SA ¥/illiam A. Meincke and 
— SA K , T . Z in nrg ms; __ 


.Dole dictated 


docomen. coo.cios neither cccommondctions nor concto.ion. oi'.he 
nd -fs conlenU ore not to be dis.riboled ool.ide vour-ooency, * <he 


ilils^Bl ond is loo • J to yowr"o 3 t 
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on blue letterhead stationery, original and one yellow, and they were 
. addressed to the Wliite House, She carniot recall if she would type a second 
summary letter pertaining to the same information. She did recall, 
however, that there were no abstracts prepared for these letters and as best 
as she can recall, there was no note of information on the-yellow. 

I s aid she did no filing in this project and does not 
know where the yellows or any other documents relating to this project 
were filed. 

She was asked if she could'recall any information contained in the 
summary letters and she said that nothing to the best of her recollection 
of significance was noted,' 

t ' ’ . 

She said that this constituted eidra duty for her as far as her 
secretarial duties were concerned and she specifically recalled that she 
became irritated because she could really see no value in the summary 
letters at all because the information ceitainly was not that of a stimulating 
nature. The program became a chore for her and that is why it is firm In 
her memory that there was really no information contained in the summary 
letter of any significance, 

I was specifically asked to describe the mechanics 
or procedure she utilized in the preparation of these letters and what she 
would ultimately do with them. She recalled that after taking the dictation 
from Mr, Wells and typing the letters she would call Mr. Wells and he 
would pick up the letters and take them in to Mr. Sullivan’s office. She 
said she is almost sure that the letters did not go through the Heading Room 
at Federal Bureau of Investigation Headquarters as she is certain these 
letters would have contained mistal^es which the Reading Room would have 
noticed. She again stated that she did not file anything in connection with 
this program and did not file anything in Mr. Sullivan’s Office, 

I_I I advised that just prior to her res Ignat ion i 1 

I I was selected to take over her secretarial position for Mr. Moore and, 
lilcewise, was selected to continue the secretarial work in the operation in 
which Mr. W ells was involved. She said she did not discuss or instruct 
I I way concerning this matter but did thoroughly indoctrinate 

her on her position as secretary to Mr, Moore, 










Just prior to the termination of this interview, 
advised that this discussion of the program made her remember that when 
she initially started taking dictation from Mr, Bernard Wells the first 
letter or perhaps the second letter, she could not remember which, was a 
len^hy letter to the. vv^ite House, but she could not recall the contents. 

She said the other letters she typed were usually two or three pages. 


t i stated that as a secretary in the Domestic Intelli- 
ivlsion in the front office, she had on numerous occasions typed 
letters of authorization to the Attorney General requesting wiretaps on cer¬ 
tain individuals; however, she does not recall typing any letters of authori¬ 
zation in connection with this program. 


6 conclusion, | I advised th;^ as she has previously 

stated, it was her impression that this program was already in operation 
when she staifed typing the summary letters and she has no information 
concerning the 'circum^ances surrounding the beginning of this program. 
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‘'■ojiscrIp}lon_ May 9 . 1973 


I J*esidenca | 

ieincae and Inspector's Aide E. T. Zinn. 

employee assigned 

contacted -"eSrdlnra?y Sc® tooSl ^as being 

ere instituted auring the period 1969 throS iS? 

^f^C 6 s?UcSe?oSnTrtme®m^^r^^''^^ 1970 , under cir- 
typmg letters for Mr. Bernard^^L « dictation 

from logs concerning wiretap Supervisor, Dm, on information 

was told by Mr, Wells that this started faking this dictation 

She recalled that the diefeH^m ^ “ ‘;®cemed a very sensitive nmo-rn™ 

^ toectja to the ftSS. “Slgtr Sr-^Si 
General, Mr. MiteheU. She kid tee^^+t ^ Attorney 

yellow copy each and were usSy rf ^ one 

paragraphs. Occasionallv sh« 

with only one or two narasranhs ™ she transcribed a two-page letter 
extents of these lettks as ^^e describe 

f^^^ation was obtained from statement, "The foUowin- 

be of interest to you." ^ sensitive source and maj 

s^hat the ®®>itein’a summary of 

*eeau ever typmg anytli^ to S letw^^vT could not 

;»aiit or dynamic IntermaS \ c<®<ained any 

>he cmsidered this a chore that ^ I said as a matter of fact 


v.<)„_May7. 1973 I ~\ 

----L Maryland 

-p----.ftfe #_ 

®§ct^WMIiam.^otocke and 

>ecial Agent E. T. Zinnibhg—-— 8. 1973 

"neni contoini neilher repommendononE nor coneJ , t ■ - ,. 

* «nten.E OTe no, ,0 be ^-'riboted oohide your'/en'ey" ^ 
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’’’i, contents, as she recalls them, there appeared to be nothing 

which ^imulated her interest in any way and, therefore, she saw no use in 
tne dictation and subsequent transcription which she was required to do. 

She said she never typed an abstract to go with this piece of communication 
^d she could not recall anything on the yeUow copy other than the informa¬ 
tion contained on the white copy. No additional information was typed on the 
yellow copy. 

She advised that she took tliis dictation from Mr. Wells about once 
every weelc and a half. She advised sometimes it would be every week and 
sometimes two weeks would slip by. Toward the end of the program she said 
the logs themselves contained little or no positive information: therefore the 
summary letters perhaps extended to three weeks. ’ * 

Lly started typing these 
sident of the United States; 

, the letters would be 
i the second letter continued 


letters for 


[ advised that, when she initia 
ells one was addressed to the Prc 


-- — --JU A 

hov/ever, at some later date, exact time unrecallei 
addressed to Mr. Haldeman in the White House, ar 
to be sent to Mr. Mitchell, the Attorney General. 


Concerning her other functions in regard to this program .1 
advised tliat after dictating, Mr. Wells left the logs on her desk in her custody 
and foUowing the transcription of her notes into final letter form, the letters 
origm^ and one yellow copy, were presented to Mr. Sidlivan for his initials.' 
ine letters were then hand carried to the Director’s Office. 

... knew they were always hand carried because of 

he sensitive nature of the program. She could not now recall who carried 
mese letters from the Domestic Intelligence Division to Mr. Hoover’s Office, 
She said, however, that when Mr. Sullivan moved to the Justice Building on 
or about July, 1970. she went widi Mr. Sullivan as his personal secretary. 
From that time onj [said that after each letter was approved and 

initially by Mr. Sullivan she personally hand carried the letter to Miss Helen 
Gandy in the Director’s Office and turn^ it over to her. 

Regarding the logs which formed the basis of the letters which 
were left in her possession by Mr. Wells, she would file these in separate 
folders by name of individual involved in wiretap in a safe-type cabinet 
belonging to Mr. Sullivan which was located directly behind his desk. The 
material was filed in the lower drawer of the tv/o-drawer safe-type cabinet. 

She continued this practice after moving with Mr, Sullivan, to the Justice 














gilding, r ^ as specifically asked whether or not the yellow copy 

of any of these summary letters was ever returned to her and if she filed 
the yellow copy either in t he two-drawe r safe-type cabinet in Mr. Sullivan’s 
office, or anywhere else. I I reolied empliaticaily that on no occasion 

was any yellow copy of any communication resulting from this urogram ever 
returned to her from the Director’s Office. She said she specifically recaUed 
this to mind because she thought it was quite a divergence from regular 
Bureau procedure. She reiterated that she never filo^any yellow copies in ^ 
Mr, Sullivan’s two-drawer safe-type cabinet. She also said that she had ^ 

access to this bottom drawer where she always filed the logs and never saw 
any yellow copies filed therein, precluding the possibility in her mind that 
anyone else could have filed this material. 

|^^^^_^^^^Jstated tnat during the period of time v/hen she was 
typmg summary letters dictated by Mr. Wells, she was also given other 
correspondence concerning this very special program on two or three occasions, 
bhe recalled these were authorization requests to the Attorney General 
to. Mitchell, for technical surveillance and/or microphone surveillance and 
these were typed on blue letterhead stationery. She recalls these letters 
were an original, one thin white copy, and one yellow copy. She specificaUy 
recalled these pieces of communication because when they were dictated to 
her she did not know the correct form in which to reduce her dictation to a 
■yped piece of correspondence and had to check to be sure she was typing them 
correctly. She recalled that at the bottom of the page she would have to draw 
a line with her tjpewriter for the Attorney General’s signature and below that 
another line for the date. She feels in her own mind that she is positive this 

was a request of the Attorney General for a telephone surveillance. I- -1 

advised as best she can recall the words National Security Council wwe- ' 

include in these requests; however, she cannot now reconstruct the full 
caitents of the requests. 

said these requests of the Attorney General were 
mnmed in precisely the same manner in which the summary letters were 
^dled, in that they were hand carried to the Director's Office, and further 
aat the yellow copies which bore Mr. Sullivan's initials never were returned 
to Mr, Sullivan s office to her knowledge. 

I asked whether or not she could specifically recall 

me names ot any of the individuals mentioned in the requests for telephone 
simveillance to which she repUed, "No, I cannot." She was then asked if 
she could recall any of the names of individuals mentioned in the summary 














letters. She said that in spite of the fact she had handled a great many of 
these summary letters, she had a poor memory for names. She advised 
that if she heard the name she could quite possibly recall whether or not 
these names were mentioned in these communications but she could not 
reconstruct the names on her own. The following names were given to 
I l and she either identified them or could not identify them: 


Henry Brandon 
Dr, Morton Halperin 
Tony Lake 
Daniel Davidson 
Joseph Danielson 

. William Safire 

6 

Winston Lord 
. Colonel Robert Pursiey 
Marvin Kalb 


Recognized as mentioned In summary 
Recalled as mentioned in summary 
Recalled as mentioned in summary 
Could recall as mentioned in summary 
Could not recall 
Could not recall 

Recalled as mentioned In summary 
Could recall as mentioned in summary 
Could not recall 


b6 

b7C 


William Beecher Could recall as mentioned in summary 

Joseph Anderson Could not recall 

Hedrick Smith Could not recall 

Richard F. Pedersen Could recall as mentioned in summary 

Joseph Schmidt Could not recall 

Ambassador William Sounded very familiar but could not be 

Sullivan sure 

Jacob Andrews Could not recall - 

James W, Me Lane Name was familiar but was not sure 

' 















John Patrick Sears 


Could not recall 


Ricliard Moose 

r 

Joseph Kraft 


Recalled as mentioned in summary 
Could not recall 


Arthur Schnedeker 


Could not recall 


Helmut Sonnenfeldt 


Could recall as mentioned in summary 


]was asked whether or not the name General Haig was 


j-t. j. , I ,. I”— —iiub me name \jrenerai Ha ip* was 

summary letters. She advised that thil rf^ me 
was not familiar to her with regard to any dictation she took from Mr. Wells 

and she was sure no summary letters contained that name. She said hLever 
she toew General Haig was assigned to the White House because hfvlsited ’ 

occasions at the Bureau. She advised that she re- 
s£n "" 1 House that communicated 

T^’ u . .—3 stated, however, that she could 

not recall meeting him — that his contacts were basically by telephone. 


A + , |was specifically asked where the wireta.p lo^s were 

located at th4 time she resigned from the FBI. She said that she specifSv 
recalls that nrinr tn hon loef i_ _ , t.ijet.mcauy 


wliLh woidd have been sometime in June or July, 1971, Mr. WeUs came over 
asked her to prepare these documents for him to carry from 
I'esponded to his request by getting the material (logs) from 
Ml. SulUvan s.saJe-type cabmet and placing them in approximately five large 

Government messenger envelopes, after which he departed with them ^ ' 

presumably to take teis material back to DID. She estimated that if this 

co'idition it would be approximately 18 inches 

1 Q 7 ?' returning from two weeks’ vacation in August, 

1971, she noticed that the logs had not been returned to Mr. Sullivan's 
cabmet and she asked him about them. She said he replied "Mr. Wells and 

BvlnnJn working on them." She identified Mr. Brennan as Cliarles D. 

Brennan, the then Assistant Director of the Domestic InteUigence Division. 


^ter returning from vacation a s heretofore p entinno.1 
Jadvised tlmt she was informed by that she \ 


_}—**—'''' xjij.ui Aiitju uyi I mat shAl 

transcribed into a lettbr iniormaiion in connection 
v;im hpr . I I special program, 


] 


. , , ■ , „ asked if she knew of anyone else in the 

secretarial force in DID who had worked or performed some service in 
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She stated that 


connecti^ with this program, _____ 

I J ^ secretary in the frcait office of BId! naa laicen dictation and 

Mr program the dSw 

* *—S]l£_state£i ^ thft po sition previously occupied 

ZLTLPIi _t jt _ _ 


by 




resigned from the Bureau, 


[ 


* spocifically asIcGd if sbo know or was awaro 

anyoue from fewhltiliouse who would have access to the material in this 
program. She replied tint she did not. She did state, howevS that si e 
ec^s General Haig of the White House visiting in Mr. Sullivan's office on 
occasions but she did not Imow if these visits were in connection 

“■“ “ »»• -“o*« 
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ojf tronscftplton. Mayl2> 1S73 


laspectoi ana apf^cial 

pOBse^^ Pertaining to wiretaps c< 

at FBI Heaclqijarters under tlie direct»oa oi' VkilHam c r v 

to the Director Fnr ^ ^ ^ buiUvan, 

la the Domoi^tic Meiiigonce ^ 

from A„SS£i?«KiJ[?S‘,S- ““™ '« 

AsBls^t to the Eirf-ctop ® IntsUigeacc Divisica to tiio 

e<« InSSSS,"! 

K®. She Baid wirelap S we“e551?Mr^,-”® 

Special Agoats of the ® oCuce from 

aipOTiso? to Eomeslic iBteliigeace DtotoiSl and dkteSir"^*-1 

of toem with a red pencU and 
Mp. Bernard Wells for bins to dtof"t« «L 

SuperriBor at that iiZ tolrcIS^Slc Siitll m!* f » 

sss to:sfs‘uS 5 tttSr ^ ^ p^c,i<^uy 
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/.■ 
5 - il 
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^ve typed staa© stumisary letters for Mr TbMia 

^©ro were no -** reraesiiners that 

«tte 


b6 
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—ias9eet«Mif,-Ar-Metoefee-SBd- 


fecial Agents. T. J5ton*hg 

501 conioms oe.lher reco/nmendolions oor conclusions of the FB 
not to be distributed outside your cgency. 




.Dole dictated 
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ocumeni 
‘is Contents ore 





loonsd lo youi* agency; 
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wero maintained la Mr. J. Edgar Hoover’s office. She said she is not 
SttT© of this. She was specifically asked if she can recall if the yellows 
were maintained in a separate file and possibly kect in a cabinet at or 
beneath the mail racK in the outer office. She said this could be poesibie 
but she has no recollection of where the yellows were maintained, 

I H advised that at sometime prior to Mr, Sulliran’s 

resignationf exact date unrecaileclj Mr* Wells came to Mr, Sullivan’s 
office and took these wiretap files. She said at a later date be returned 
them but cannot recall the circurastanees surrounding the return of 
these documents. 


b6 

b7C 


After Mr. B uHlvan’s resignation she cannot remember where* 
the files pertaining to this project .were maintained. 

^ could remember any names and/or informa¬ 
tion on the logs, bh© said it has been a long- time since ahe performed 
this function; hov/erer* she does remember that the names of Mr. George 
McGovern and Mr. Edmund Muskle were mentioned on some logs. She 
stated she does not remember what logs caitained the reference to 
Mr. McGovern and Mr, Muskie. She coniuiDd Ihat-she does recall seein^j- 
an authorisation letter to the Attorney General r©questing a wiretao on 
Marvin Kalb, the news commentator and also remembers seeing tills 
doeumeat return with the Attorney General’s authorisation in connecticHj 
with this project. Site could not remember any other names that were 
mentioned or any data contained m the logs. She was asked if in the 
event certain names were meatloned would she be abla to recall if these 
persons were involved in the wiretap operation or, in fact, were 
wiretapped by th© She said that it was possible. Xhs names of 
Henry ^jrandon, Tony vvHistoa. Xjord, Colonel Hebert JPursIcy, 

Ricliard F, Pedersen, Ambassador V/iliiam Suilivaa, James vV. McLane. 
Joseph Kraft, and Helmut Sornienfeldt were identified byl 
as being individuals mentioned in the wiretap legs and on whom the k' ill 
had wiretaps. 

b6 

I asked if she ever did any filing of documents 

ctmcernlng the wiretap j^erattoa, Siie said that she did ia fact perform 
this faction and would fils the logs in a safe-type cabinet behind 
Mr, Sullivan’s desk. She was asked if she could recall seeing any 
authorisation letters returned from the Attoimey General referring to 
this project in Ui© files which contained the logs and she said it v/ii her 










iwollecUon ttet the autborlzattcm letters were aot in these files and In 
the authorizatitm letters along with the yellows were 
In Mr. Hoover s office. She said this oceorred a long time 
ago and therefore could not be positive. 
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DWsioa Melligence 

^ n^SD^ea and/or CoveiwrentScteSI^” 

advis^ ^ luowsf Womation, ^ir. Sizoo 

Buriag absences of former Assistant Director ivintam r< «?, 

Sizoo was generally in charge of and ran the OivisiSu ' 

Sizoo’s recollection about a year or so after 

■ tor®thSite^SSL°^ 

mhtf^ IS ^ taiowledgs as to the Identities of any persona at the 
time he. Sizoo. se^r^^V^lS^be^ 

the wiret^f ofth?tori?on”yE®^f f ^ ^ho r»cjaested or authorized 
teed by the Attorney SSta Sin form would have been author- 

the FBI Which was not approve ^ 

program other to^rttomfro ^iiu^ n respect to this 

envelopes would be hanSeScS^fr^ wiS-tof P^r 

^llivan-s absence, Sizoo wa^ to gdye L iSto^SS r^ 

harKiic Ujc nacesaarv j to v^ellB who woisid 

with anybody and merely pav» them ^ wfn these logs 

13 that L perSrSS tofTn “ ?„ « ir recollection 

of about once every wS ai^aTaiTJ” ^ 

first few envelope! he SceS^^fsa^S,h th^ 

___ ^ ^ to establish th^ were to go to Wells for 


,oL 


'A^ L. Guitf erson and 

_:gm8_ 


-Wafihingtnn^ p. c* 


.File #. 




SHCi 


1 ! 



-1\1 T®f1-May 10, Ja'KL 
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^dllna and pMsed them to Wells. Subsequently, envelopes from 
Washington Fxeld Office went to Wells unopened. Sizoo does not recall lameB 

logs, as he did not read the logs. «nm,iou m me 


time. 


Sizoo cannot recall the number of wiretaps in operation at any one 


Number ^ ^scussing this program with Donald Moore, 

rSiv^nrs'iSfi^iT® eidremeiy discreet about the program and Sl^ 
received no specific information from Wells about it. 

..a., to p ; 

’"“‘i* 'SS «»f "«™lr “IPylas. Conversely. 
mLw to ^ absence, would be passed on 

o««h . Sizoo to Sulhvan. Sizoo has no recollection as to detai ls of anv 

ston believes he might have telephoned ! I on one owa- 

sion to instruct that a particular wiretap be installed. - 

of fbe individuals on whom wiretaps were placed 

wStaftoSit ^0 believes was ’ 

man Another name vaguely familiar is Ivalb, a news¬ 

man. He could recall no others ami said he made no effort to remember. 

^ 11 specifically asked for his recollection as to whether the 

subjects of wiretaps aid furnished the comments 
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Names 


Henry Brandon 
Dr. Morton Halperin 


Comments 

Name is familiar 

Name is familiar and could have 
been subject of coverage 


2 
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vdftrtt 






Names 
Tony Lalte 
Helmut Sonnenf eldt 


' Daniel Davidson 
. William Safire 


Winston Lord 


Comments 

Name is familiar aiKl could have 
been subject of wiretap 

Sounds more familiar, could have 
been subject of wiretap 

Rings no bell 

-Vaguely familiar 

Vaguely familiar 


A Colonel Robert Pursley Rin^ no bell 




Marvin Kalb 


William Beecher 

Hedrick Smith 

Ambassador Richard F* 
Pedersen 

Ambassador V/illiam 
Sullivan 

James W. McLane 
John Patrick Sears 


Richard Moose 


Name is familiar and could have 
been subject of wiretap 

Rings no bell 

Rings no bell 


Rings no bell 


Rings no bell 
Rings no bell 

Has heard name but does not 
recall connection 

Familiar but connection not 
recalled. 


With regard to the raemoranda dictated by Bernard Wells from the 
logs, Sizoo does not know to whom the memoranda were addressed. lie said 
some may have been sezit to the Wiiite House and perhaps some to both the 












White House and the Attorney General, He said he just does not know because 
^ he was not aware of the instructiona Sullivan gave to Wells in regard to this 
special program. 

When Bernard Wells was absent from duty for auy reason Sisoo does 
not recall any other person handling these logs for him,. 

. SI200 said it may be that he handl&i pi'eparation of one letter when 
Wells was absent. If so, it \vas at Sullivan^s request, and he does not recall 
this letter coming back to him from Miss Gandy or anyone else. This letter 
may have requested ai^hority for a wiretap on an unrecalled individual. If 
he wrote this letter, he may have used SuUivan^s typed initials at the bottom 
of the yellow copy since this was Sullivan's project, but this is not clearly 
rec^led. He is hazy about this and the letter. 

Sizoo had no recollection of ever reviewing memoranda prepared by 
Bernie Wells when Sullivan was away. 

Sizoo believes the communications regarding this program were 
maintained in custody of Sullivan. He has no knowledge as to the volume of 
logs Involved in this program and does not know where they v^ere filed. He 
assumes they were filed in Sullivan's office, but he never had occasion to 
view the specific storage area, 

• b 

a was Sizoo’s vague recollection that | | was anxious 

to have the wiretaps discontinued and may have asked Sizoo to attempt to 
persuade_^Illvan to get them disconti nued. S izoo believes he might have 
told! [that this was something he, I I should talk to SuIUvan about, 

Sizoo had no knowledge of any wiretaps being maintained after the 
approval was rescinded. 

With regard to any records maintained in connection with this wire¬ 
tap program, Slzoo's recollection is that Miss Gandy may have initially 
maintained custody of the records. Ee has a faint recollection that some 
problem developed and Miss Gandy then asked Sullivan to keep the records 
at Domestic Intelligence Division. When Sullivan was designated Assistant 












to the Director and his office moved to the Justice Building, Slzoo assumed 
the records went with SiiUivan to the Justice Building. Thereafter, he has 
no information as to what might have been done with these records. With 
reference to discontinuance ox wiretaps under this program, Sizoo seems to 
have recollection‘that Bernard Wells went o SulUvan*-a oMce In the Justice 
Building to dictate and, therefore, assumes the wiretaps were discontinued 
sometime thereafter. 

Sizoo does not know whether these wiretaps were entered into 
Ikireau indices, does not isnow v/hethar files were opened on them, but 
assumes they were not since the project was highly restricted. He does 
nc^ recall giving any instructions to Washington Field Office regarding main¬ 
taining or not maintaining records regarding these wiretaps, and he has no 
recpUection of any contact with Miss Gandy regarding them. 
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, . I , ^ Iwas Interviewed and fximished the following 

Information which was based m his current recollection. 

During the spring or summer of 1969 the V/ashington Field Office 
was orally requested to institute a discreet investigation of John Sears 
an employee of the V/Mte House, who wa s forme rly an attorney in * 

Mr, Nison^s law firm in New York City. I I could not recall whether 
the telephone c^ came to him or to Uien SAC Furvis and later transferred 
to him. He believes the call came directly to him from former Inspector 
Joseph Sizoo, Number One litoi to the then Assistant Director of the 
Domestic InteUigence Division, William C. Sullivan. 

Investigation in this matter i ncluded a request for both a physical 
^d telephonic surveillance (wiretap). f I was specifically told by 

Inspector Sizoo that the wiretap was to be handled most discreetly with 
only one copy of the transcription Ic^ made which was then to be hand 
carried to the office of the Assistant Director, Domestic intelligence 
Division. . . 

I Iwas advised by Sizoo that there would be no paper on this 
cwerage to Washington Field Office. The transcription logs in this and 
w w^etaps were picked up by | I from the Washington 

hleia Oifice monitoring installation each morning, sealed and hand carried 
by selected Agents of Washington Field Office, names not recalled, to the 
Assistant Director office of the Domestic Intelligence Division. | | 

recalled that the wiretap on Sears lasted for approximately two to three 
mon hs. In this particular case, as in all others, a telephone call was 
received from a representative of Domestic Intelligence Division instructino- 
that the coverage be discontinued, . 

# Ti ^bsequently, during the period 1969 through 1971, representatives 
of Domestic Intelligence Division including Inspector Sizoo, former SA 
Benmrd Wells, and possibly SA Tom Smith, orally instructed that additional 
wiretaps be placed on other White House employees and certain representatives 
Of the news media. Some wiretaps ran for short periods, one or two mouths; 



viewed on. 


May 7, 1973 


Washington. D. C. 


1973 


js peqtor Nic k''F. Starnes and _ 
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others ran for from six to eight months. I I stated that the names that 
immediately came to mind are Morton Halperin, which coverage lasted 
from eight to ten months^ Helmut Sonnenfeldt, six to eight months^ coveragej 
and William Safire, three to four months'coverage. The above named ’ 
were White House employees, most of whom were connected with the National 

■ Security Council. Other wiretap requests concerned Henry Brandon of the 
London Sunday Times, which coverage lasted between six to eight months, 
and a first name unknown Smith, a New York Times Reporter, which lasted 
for several months. As of mid-1972 three or four wiretaps v/ere in existence 
identities of whieh l T could not recaU. | I stated all wiretaps were ’ 
discontinued shortly after June, 1972, following the "Keith Decision," h-" 

concefning wire tapping in National Security matters. 

I I statedj^hp assumed,that all requests from the Domestic 
Intelligence Divisior/special wiretap coverage were approved by former 
Director Hoover. When the initial request was made, Washington Field 
Office was advised at that time whether the requests for wiretaps were 
actuaUy approved by the then Attorney General, John Mitchell, or that they 
would be approved prior to implementation. On several requests, specifics 
not recalled, one phone call from Domestic Intelligence Division would 
request baclcgroimd information for contemplated wiretap coverage and a 
later phone call would instruct that the coverage be implemented since there 
was Attorney General approval. In other instances, there v/ould be only 
one call to Washington Field Office instructing that wiretaps be implemented 
on the interested individual, as prior Attorney General authorization had 
already been obtained. - . . 

I Istated that upon receipt of the oral request he would advise 
Ernest H. Belter, now retired, the former supervisor of the W ashino-ton 
Field Office monitoring installation, and SA | who had 

liaison with the Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone Company, 
through a highly confidential source at the telephone company, name not 
recalle d, would arrange for the wiretap on the individual in question. 

I [ stated no written request was made to the phone company during 
any of these specialized installations nor was any billing made to the FBI b7C 
by the phone company for such installations. 

I Istated in addition that during this period, no written records 
were maintained by Washington Field Office concerning wiretap coverage 
requests with the following exceptions: Each time an oral request was 
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received by | I he would dictate a brief summary including the individual’s 
name and yy background availa ble. This dictation was tak en by his then 
secretary, ! | since retired. When } "^ received a tele¬ 

phone call instructing tliat a particular wiretap be discontinued, he would 
then destroy the above-described memorandum previously prepared on 
tills individual. I I stated unequivocally that there is no written record 
of any kind currently in the files of WasMngton Field Office or in his 
possession relating to oral wiretap requests received from the Domestic 
Intelligence Division. He advised tliat the information initially recorded 
on tapes from the wiretap coverage was erased from these tapes after 
being typed on logs. 


I { stated that following the departure of W, C, Sullivan in 
October, 1971, a request was made by someone at FBI Headquarters, 
name not recalled, to re construc t the entire v/iretap coverage requests 
to which he was a party. } | at that time, gave SA Torn Smith a 

complete list of names of those individuals he recalled on whom he was 
re<luested by Domestic Intelligence Division to place wiretap coverage* 
He stated if such information was still arailable by Mr. Smith it would be 
more complete than the information he is now furnishing as it was then 
fresh in his mind. 


I { stated that he cannot comment on the productivity of any of 
the wiretaps as his essential function in this matter was to obtain the log 
transcriptions from the coverage each morning and have these papers hand 
carried to the Domestic Intelligence Division. He stated that it was his 
understanding that former SA Bernard Wells, currently a U. S. Department 
of Justice employee, was delegated by Assistant Director Sullivan to review 
all transcription logs and thereafter prepare a summary memorandum for 
Mr. Hoover’s approval prior to forwarding same to the White House. He 
stated also that SA Tom Smith may have on occasion analyzed these logs 
and prepared memoranda as did Weils. (Smith is currently a Section Chief 
In the Domestic Intelligence Division.) 


{ { identified the following employees, ail clerks, who monitored 
the special wiretap coverage during the period 1969 through mid-1972: 




'mmmii 














AU of the above Individuaf^ are currently assigned to the Washington Field 

\p/XXlG@« 


I (stated that to the best of his recollection, there was only 
one instance, the coverage of Sears mentioned above, where physical 
■ surveillance in addition to wiretap coverage was specifically requested. 

I [added there were a number of Agents Involved in this surveillance 
which lasted for abo ut four to six weeks: h owever, the two that hp rpnallq 
specificaUy are SAs | | currentlv 

assigned Washington i^lelci Office. I Ist ateU that thP results of this 
su^eill^ce were recorded by him, | | in summary memorandum 

^mished with the transcription logs to Domestic Intelligence Division, 
No other record was made of this physical surveillance coverage. 
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1 transcription. 


Of his lirtfflPrtswei aol advised as foUows to the besd 

"— Stofliattsiie ia the Sprtag of either 1868 or 1970, Siperviaorl 

U—’K^shtagtoa inew OHice (WFO) csais to hka and advis^lhS- 

P"Srrn—^received an urgent request fsroaa ,4asistant Director WiUiaoi 

iRteill-Tenee Plvis loa tPro ). tlsat the VAlte Boise was 
coQcex^eci shout ieaisa, si^ Sisilivaa toM |___Jthait soaie technical 
surveiUances ( wiretap ) wars to be iniUstea by WFC on names that would 

be farntehed to| by Sunivaa. Belter was InToriaed ter|-khat in 

conneciloa with thsjs wlretspe no written records of say kind were to be 

by th® employeaa of %-m who wouM be connected with this mat- 
ter^-wltfe tljs foUowljjE excectiom 

w was IMormed 1;^ I Ithat only aa original t ranscrlnt ton 

log was to be recorded coscerntng thes© wiretaps and fUgf he-l I would 

up Kiese logs on a daily basis from Belter in order that they 
carri^ in a s^Jed envelope to the Assistant Dlrei^or's Cffise, 
M Ithat aaythtog of any length or substance 
be recorded on ta|» but that the iixilylduals who monitored ttiesa wire- 
ta|!ss slioaia suDsequeotly transcr ibs only on© copy of the lo^'. hlonltorme 
instructod to pay paiticalar attention to ccaversations 
tatwean the subleota of the wiz-^aps and membsra of the news media. After 

transcribed fi-om tape to th® logz the taos 
' two to four weeks, after which time 

ft was compilely er^ed. Belter stated this procedure concerning erasure 

of tapes w® followed in ail mtiosal securfty wiretaps^ ixA only thoae cosa- 
cermag White Eoase leaks. ^ 


^ I Isuhsetgiently gave Balter telephone mmbers and addresses 
coMSTi^g so^ indlvidttais who were to be the mibieeto of wiretaps. Belter 

ItotsM WFO whrhandied 

uatsoa w^oJhsChesapeaso and Psdomac Telephone Ckijaoany. Belter 

i^naedQ [that these matters were to be handled on a priority basis 

and, accoruii^ to Batter, the moaftorlag of the wir^ps tosually was 


iterviewcd orv^ 


Havre de 

.oi_ 


SA Ivftek F© ^aiuss and 
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approximately three to four hours after Belter bad received from 

I-Jbe telephone nuuibers, namesand addressee of the Individuals to be 

monitor^. According to Belter^ f^ | ^uld then orally request that 

the wiretaps be placed into effect through his contacts at the tsleohoae 
company. 

. The Mividuais whom Belter recalls were to be the subjects of 

listed as follows, together with the length of time that Belter 
recalled the wiretaps were In effect: 

i 

l^rton Halperin, 12 to 10 months; 
j Helmut Sonnenfeldt, 2 months; 
i Daniel Bavidson, 2 months; 

^ Richard F. Pedersen, 2 months; 

John Patrick Sears, (Belter could not recall the length 

of time of this wiretap nor could 
he recall the circumstances surrcmjid-* 
lag tiie wiretap request); 

Colonel Robert Parsley, 6 to 8 months; 

William Safire, 4 months; 

1 Richard Moose, 4 months; 

j Marvin I<alb, one to 2 months; 

Henry Brandon, 3 to 12 months; 

William Beecher, two to 3 months; and 
i James McLane, one weeiv, 

^Iter^vlsed p,at to toe best of his recollection a total of acproxiaiately 

^ ^^^“5 howyef,- he could only 
specifically recall the names of the above individuals. 

J following employees of WFO were utilized 

in tne monitoring of the above-mentioned wiretaps: 



retired) 


_Iretlred) 

(retired) 




















employees were all clerical employees 
Of WFO, either Special Employees, lavestigative, or Special Cler^. 

; Belter stated that none of the individuals on whom wiretaps were 
^ced were erer the subject of leased-ltne requests to the Chesapeake and 
moraM lelephone Com^siny as these wiretaps had all been removed prior 
to the iflstitutioa of fclve loased-line l^ter procedtire whereby the Bureau In 
wltin^ requested wiretap coverage from the Chesapeake and Potomac Tels- 
phone Company» Belter txitecl that the ieased-line letter procedure v/as 
itotifeted sometime in August, 1971. In addition, the Chesapaalie and Potomac 
Telephone Company did not biU the FBI for any wiretap coverage prior to 
tte insttt^ion of the ieased-llae letter procedure. Therefore, according to 
Belter, there would be no written record at the Chesapeake and Potomac 
Telephone Company concerning the above-noted wlr<^ap requests. 

.^filter stated tliat his sapervisor. r ~l would usually 

pick up tee one transcribed copy of the wiret ap logs o n a daily basis from' 
the MrFO monitoring station, after which time j [ would make a Xerox 
copy o f the logs that would be furnished that day to DID. The purpose of 

- Imalting a Xerox co!?y of tee logs, as Balter umlerstood It, was to 

enabl3|-|to specifically answer any questions DID might have had eoa- 

^.^^ B^iicular conversation appearing on the original log. Accordtaa 
to Belter s aaowledge, these Xerox.copies we re dest royed by| hvlthin 
two to three days after they were made, after l I satisfied h irr.s pjf that 
DH) had no particular questimis concerning any log furnished that Division. 

to Belter's best recollection, the following Special 
AgeMs at \VFO delivered the seaiai envelope containing tee transcribed logs 
to the Assistant Director’s off ice, DID: ^ 


I I informed Belter short ly after t he initial wiretans 

had been placed into operation that to the best knowledge these 

wiretaps had been approved by tiio then Attorney General <iohn MUchelU 
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Both Belter aad | I then each surmised that the wir^ps must have beea 
. also approved by the then Director of the FB^ J. Edgar Hoover* 

Belter stated tliat he recalled no instance when any information of 
specific value was obtained from the above wiretaps that xoiild be tied la 
with any possiole lea:c at the White House. He also recalled there were 
many days when a particul ar line w as completely inactive. On these 
occasions Belter would asiv | why these wiretaps could not be discontinued , 
as there was obviously no hdormation being obtained from them. I I ^ 

replied that discontinuance would have to come from DID, and until such dls- 
continoanc© was received, the wiretaps were to remain in effect* la tiiis 
regard. Belter also stated tli at when a wiretap was discontinued he would 
orally receive an order from. 1 I for such diacontinuance, at which time 
I I wouid also inf orm him th at this order had come from DID. Baiter 
would tiiea advise SA | | who In turn orally advised hta contact at the 

telephone conipsiiy to discontinue the wiretap. Belter reiterated that this 
entire procedure, both installation and discontinuance of the wiretaD. was 
made orally. 


Belter stated he personally considered the above procedures, wherein 
BO written record whatsoever was to be maintained concerning the above 
wiretaps, to be estremely unusuai. Belter recalled that iu his some twcMy 
years" association with the monitoring mstallation, this was the only thne 
that no written record was maintainsd concerning wiretaps, and that no sub¬ 
stantive files were opened concerning the individuals involved. 

Belter stated that during the period 1969 through January, 1973, 
when he retired, he supervised the WEO monitoring installation. 
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oa curr<mt reeoUectioa: 


atefoUowlng tator- 


anesS wifi 

tloa ai Washini^on FlaM cffica (V‘TG) monjtorliig installa- 

(wii‘eteps).wocid, &om t^ae to^4e telephonic surveUlaacea 

ot^ainGd til© phon© naiiihGi*«{ n<srr>jao t *1 ^ |stat>6^ h© 

whom the wlretaro wera in ha t ^dresses oa the indiylthials on 

gapf fSr| ^ from Smeat Belter or WfJ 

niters wire orally furnished to jrf 

W 2 tB the <v«r4 «._< ? wouu tten, in ins iiaisoa camcitv 

Company. personaUy cotiaet^ 

early ia J«Iy I87i;i f ompday 

succeeded to f— 


.,,. .. , S was af Oils time, I 
^patt? visited Bareau beafe 
FjBJ nav for anv 


□recalled, that officials of the telepUcKie 
;ers aM recjiested thM in the Mur& the 


TtS the T :::r;r'tarouga nis eoaversatteas with 
reweaatte^ime 

assistance for the nla^’in^ ft ,reqaej^ing telejjhoaa comoaav 

yam,w«iSS&S, “'Si•‘‘■■«■»“ ' 

Bom^lme la AumssL 1971 I previous method, 

agreed upon hy the FBI ard Ue tal°j Lf>Tfl^ !®sed new procedures 
fi'omtimetottme, began to receive, 

were reque^ to the telephone companX!f? 


letters t^e leased-llna’ 

aow specifically recall the naiuesTf ft® 

were placed or if the Icased-liaa lettSs wiretapa 

wiretaps rslaiios to Shiti* Fm,o». w®^®’ njer^oned above, pertained to 
--to V M hmse le&m. Be also would orally be advised 

•-- o„_£Saj,j(^j£ia-..-^iahingtca. t). n. ' 

SA Kick p. aaaas and 

,— SA r^vry fte aaJMattimaa.^ , . . ^ 

'"!!°""'-Mevl 7. l&7a _ 

•nJ ... O., b, 09.nc,.-wL.^ JL —“ '■>°"'=<‘ "> ”9-V. 



















Belter to discontinue certain wiretat ^ from tim e to time, aiKl when he 
th ese orders to diacQi^iRue, | [ would orally advise either 

| Q^ I ~^ o discontinue. No written request was made for dis- 
conttnuance. He advked that when wiretaps are placed on individuals UBder 
investigation by the FBI in the security field this information would be placed 
in a suJ>two file on tliis individual provided a main case file had already 
been opened. He did not remember any instance when information received 
from these ^special** wiretaps was ever placed in a sub-two file of any of 
the individuals on whom the White House had requested that wiretaps be 
placed, as he did not beliere a main case file was ever opened concernin*^ 
these individuals, ' 


b6 

b7C 


I [ stated that as far as the actual mechanical procedures 
^volved in wiretap Installations, tlie telephone company assigns the number 
the Bureau is intei-ested in to a telephone line currently feeding into the 
WFO monitoring installation. This hook-up is, therefore, effected without 
any pliyslcal inetaliation at the residence of the party involved or \WO. 

I recal led that E rnest Belter retired from WFO in January, 

I?*?3, after which ttos | I was designated to supervise the WFO 

monitoring installation, the position he currently holds. 
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^ *' ifonscrlption ?>'JL3ty X$7i 

. . _l . , t Special Cleric, Washlngloa Field Office OWFO). 

ae 13 Esaispiscl to the telephone luonaorteg (wiretaps) section and 
- iay or June, ISOS, he participated ia a special wiretan project. 
Ka was iastructed ty forcssr supervisor Ernest Baiter, now retired that 

!!**! «sireKel2_sS2aiUZ£,and was oa a strictly need to teow baste. 
f?^l,, [would hasdla tbte project oa a p^rmaasist 

lie waa nc 4 ; to iiascugfs thts project with anvono^ *rha 
viQTKua iavolyad in the jeet wral 

I — - 1 Hs was instd Wt«'a uy ijsjiterr cnac uie wmto hotiss was 

^erested Xa any secmsy leaJra ivox^ the Vvhite House or anyone in the 
Himse xurnislimg ixnauthoriaed data. These wiretaps were placed oa several 
telephones which he recalls as follows; 


Keary Brandoa 
Dr* Morton Ealperitt 
To^ 7 Laive 
Daniel Da’v^Msoa 
WlUlaja Satire 
Winston Lord 
Coloael Koljsrt Parsley 
Marvin Ealb 


William Beecher 
Hedrick Smith 

Aost^ssador Hichard F, Pedersen 
Ambassador V/iiliam Suiilvan 
James W, MeJi^s 
Joba r^strick Sears 
Mchard Moose 
Helmut Sonaeareldt 


^ ^ information receive was to be 

placed Oa a log, typed on a plain cheet of j^er, ajKl he t^as to retain no 

«sti-netcd not to initial fete teg as te the nsiial custom aisd 
were to <s promptly erased, Es was instructed not to matefeia a 
fee teg to futoe reference sa is fee csual instruettea ia resard to 
f tegs were tlssu land i ^ried to Better or ia hte absence 

or gig>ervlsor| I These losra w«ra 

^^0*^**^^*^ ^ Special AgsiA in aissrge or Asstetai^ Special AgaiA in 

S was his KUderstasaiisg feat these logs were then narsonsll? 

Otesetor WiUtem SaiUvan itoaestic tateiltesace 0iri- 
gioa (OIL), Kinfe and P. Eo isBows this to be true because oa one occaaioa 


niervtowed on Msm ^ 


-_-- ^ 


n ^« 21sla3[Ki 


hh docvmenl confoins n^rii 


Litgnciusions oi the F8h It is the orooerly ol lh^ PBl nn^ s. 1-- _ _ 
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he hand carri^ a packet containing wiretap log to the DID office and left 
this package \vith tlie duty Agent for Assistant Director Sullivan v^hom he 
understood would be la his office to review this data* Ko does not recall t he 
date or the year^ he recaiia the incident because P * 


calls In an effort to confirm this In formation, Since this seemed to 
vital information Supervisor ! I was called at home because the Information 
had been received on a Saturday inornlag or weekend morning and I I 

felt something should be done with It immediatelv.l fhai* 

information later turned out to bef ^ I 


this data. He could a(^ recall the duty Agent tliat he delivered the package * 
to and again he could not recall even the year of this occurrence noting that t 

he was on this project from the time that the project began In May or June, fc 

106S, to the termination date which he believed was January or Fe^’^uarv 
i$7i. 

Hie first seven wiretaps were placed on Brandon, Halperln, Davidson, 
Parsley, Smith, Moose, Sonnenfeldt and then others were added over the 
period of the nest few weeks while others were also deleted due to inactivity 
or for some unknown reason. He explained that this project spanned a 
period of about two years and contained so many wiretaps on different indi¬ 
viduals, he couid not recall when ceii;ain names were placed on tbs list or 
hUien off due to inactivity. He had no idea who made the decisions to add or 
delete names as he never observed any written instructions but only received 
oral instructions from Belter. 

In connection with information that } l overheard and/or 

logged with e ach of tae al:^ ve wiretaps, the following information is set forth 
to the best of j I recoUectioa! 

Henry Braikion: A bachelor reporter of a London newspaper 
who durin g early IS 69 had numerous conver¬ 
sations with a woman named I l (phonetic) w)io eventually 
became his wife* He was writing a boo^i on the Vietnam war 
and conversed with Averell Harriman on several occasions 


■’^ni\inryiiuxyLLL 















* regarding the progress of the war in Be appeared 

to be closely associated \irifch Eenry iOssiager as Kissinger 
stayed overvught on several occasions at Brandon’s apartment 
and E'issiager wouM converse with his office staff on routine 
^’^attors* Be r^ecalls significant regarding data 

merlioned in Kissinger’s conversations to his White House 
staff. He recalls that Brandon once conversed with hia wife, 

. stating that a White Bouse aide had '^spilled his guts'^ and this 
was ia 1969 lout he could not recall details of the conversation 
nor the name of the paity involved. Brandon believed that his 
' phone was tapped and aftdr 1969 did not carry on any long eon- 
..>,^^-oversatiQns on his residsace phone* 


].S, Court Order 


Tony Lake: No significant information recalled* 



William Saflre: President Nixon telephoned Satire la late 196S 
or early 1970 regarding a speech Safire was 
preparing for the President and as he recalls it was on W'eiiaro# 
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Saf Ire appeared to be a hax^d working Individual based upon 
Ms phcme calls to his wife. 



Marvin Kalb: Kev/smaa, nothing significant. 

William Beecher: Reporter for York Times. No addl* 

tioaal laformatioa recalled other than set 

out above. 

Sealed pursuant to U.S. Court Order 

Hedrick Smith: A reporter for the New York Times. Nothing 
BignlTicant recalled. 



Ambassador WilUam Sullivan: He hsd several conferences with 

Averell HarrLmaa but no signifi¬ 
cant data recalled. 



















Hichard Moosa: Heluaut ^nnenfeldt; No significant data recalled. 

I_ladvlsed that based upon his personal recollection he does ]jnr 

not feel that he e^er picked up any iiafoririation on this project th^ he would 
consider a breach of the national security. Therefore, he stated not all of 
what was overheard was placed oa a log since most information cbneemed 
domestic problems aaad nonpertiaej^ uiarelated activity. 
















'P-3'd2s{RE';. M-27-70} 


DECLASSIFICATION AUTHORITY DERIVED FROH: 
FBI AUTOLIATIC DECLASSIFICATION G-UIDE 
DATE 


federal bureau of investigation 



Dote of Ironscrtplion. ZMBIM, 1S7S 


Eiie following: 


J Special Cle^, Washingtoj FIqU OUlce (WFO), 


fimiiei 


and son^etine in mld-198g, dZnJt 

api^cached by Laperirieor Ernest Belter, since retired' St’-aS ad-wd 

feat ^pecisl .prcgect was being insmntctl fe an attmnt to dis^e- o ^ ^ 

^ seaey to «ie ne'^s caedia. He was iristrticted lhat ih-:?? ^ 

to be dossed with anyone and he aad^ L^w 

maaenUjf assigned to this project. ’-^-Fon^ be per- 




loycea assigned 






























Heary Brandoa 
Dr. Morton Halp^ria 
Tony Lake 
Daniel Davidson 
William Safire 
Winston Lord 
Colonel Eobert Pursley 
Marvin 

WUliam Beecher 
Eecirick Smith 

Ambassador Richard F. Pedersen 
Ambassador WUilaia SoUivan 
John Patrick Sears 
Richard Moose 
Helmut Scnaenfeldt 


information that | l overheard and/or ioeiged 

ea«^p|j2S above wiretaps, tiie loUowiag Iniormatioa is 
Bit forth to the best o H ^ recollections 

‘ Branift(m^_^raisdoa was a reporter who was writing a book on 

^ Brandon’s telepbme was 

^on-tor^ for at least the entire period of about two years. Brandon called 

H6^e shmiid taae immeasate action to end this war. [fnrcceived the 
ddiizilte imiJressicM'tliat Brandon believed the waging of the war in Vietnam 
w|s wrong and in his discussions with Harriraan he often asKed questions 












why H^y Kissinger was parsuteg foreign poUclcs as he was then doing, 
lie received the impression that Braadoa was very close to individiLais* 
not recalled, at Brookings Institute and he believes Brandon may 
be employed there at the present time. Brandon also called Morton Balperin. 
who was connected with the National Security Council at the Whit*^ House 

and ^y also discussed the handling of the Vietnam war. He cannot recall 
any dates in regard to these calls. 



OTHER 


William bafirer Ea heard very little conceraang Satire as lie received 
the impression from Satire's discussions with his wife tiiat Safirs was an 
^^emeiy busy indiviatal at the White House. Based upon data recollected 
baiire was very loyal to the Nisoa administration* 



OTHER 


Sealed pursuant to LI.S. Cour 
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] advised that after having had a chance to 


ttoic about this matter he recalls that on cme occasion 
else s wherein ait entry W 3 « marU 


ne couiu recall no other details concernlii*^*' 

connectlcai..to a-date that .he can mt with this 
Is the fact tliat he believes —-* | r nt-M* mmii y 



In addition he recalls that|- 1 

abcat a now ttnrecalleci subject. I Iwae 


oaabls to recall any information concerning the dates o£ this caU. 


He stated the name 


b6 


b7C 

Kj i nUiK 


1,^ j -"^ 1 I moant nothing to him at the time 

he observed tiie name on the log; however, his attention was directed tn 
this Information due to the factj-- ssnaa —- ■ 

This was unusual since this InJuiveu a oi the White Mouse st&WT^ 


Seaied pursuant to U.S. Court 
Order 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 


1 /S 



.n May 10. f87fi 


iimdi 


i® foiiowiag: 


Special Clerk, WasMagtcm Field Office (^VTO), 


esactssonthaoddaiesnotrecaUad, ho was 
CTOtacted either teiasr tfapeirteor Ernest BeRer, sow rci:ired, or 

_n-?_toid-tiiat Ae -would b® a roWef Bjan 

J»^;' for a Especial project K-at the FBI was InsUtaUng. He 
ipra ^ project would ijs entirely dilferont from usmi. 

FiaprocK.we la tisat ao logs -vrauid tie roASntalaed la the VsTFO and in feet 
obtained feoaa the epscfel telephone mmitorJag (wirctaos) 
Wffltild be placed ea a log with ciae copy. Ha wcajid type the lor; hinjsaif 

wHwt on She Ic^, aad Oie tapes used weald be erased 

wltMs «, few ^ys. ke was instructed not to dictate sny material and not 
to disp^ss tMs grin p t with a^y egato yee wlihia the FBI, with the ©Eceptiai 

“L,_,_ L wfaowonl dbetlieserrKm^mt 

employees sssteij ea to tbs project. Ee belisyss| 

~_~~__^ 7 oi^be r^isf men ca this profecs. lie was neyer toM 
bel.Oires tot the FBI at the request of the S-hlte House was attempting- 
from the White Eooee, To the best of bis recSti 4 " 

Sd Sr An apprcaimtely one year and a half or froro 1869 t o 
An <^ata was istad eari*ied to Baiter or| | 

1- J.U ^ ha saver observe any SAC or ASIcTi^S^ 

So the IVFO ravie^g these logs. 

^ ^ csjsmectiosi with the ^iretapsl^^bpeCitlcaUy recalls that 

^ ^ nombers of each of th® 

toltoiag tadividuals; 



Henry Braadoa 
Br. Morton Balperin 
Tonyl^e 


sc y - J, 

f 


•laspeeti 


-^•1'”’ Qated IdoladMf^i.?. 



^ wment conloins neither P tH.UU | jmi|IUlJI I Ulli fi6f 
! its contents ore not to be dlslributed outside 


onclustons of the FBt. It ts the proparty of the FBI ond is loaned to 


your ogency. 


your agency; 















Wililam Salire 
Wiastm Lord 
Colonel Robert Pursley 
Marvia Kalb 


WlIIiaBi Beeciier 
Hedrick Smith 

Ambansi^dor Richard F, Pedersen 
Ambassador vVUliani SulUvah 
James W, McLane 
Patrick Sears 


Richard Moose 
Eelmut Stmnenfeldt 

^ co^ection with information overheard and/or logged in conaoctim 
with each of the above wiretaps the following information is set forth to the best 
CfM _recoUectioa; 


bo 

b7C 


Henry Brandon: A reporter for the London Times newspaper who often 
had long conversations with Averell Harrlman over the issues of the Vishiara 
war as well as conversing with Henry Kissinger on occasion about the Vietnam 
^ received the tapressioa that Brandon was against the Nixon admin- 
istrauoa policies regai^ding the Vietnam war and Brandtm had meationed he 
was preparing a book ca the Vietnam war. 



OTHER 


Sealed pursuant to U,S, 
Order 


C 




Court 











OTHER 


Daniel Davliisoa: Ho date, recalled. 

Wiiliaia Safire: He maintamed Icaig hoars at the White House based 
upoa his coiwersations ^ith hin wife and the only significant information 
recalled was tlxat President Hison called him one evening regarding a speech 
that had bees written by Safiro for the President. 

Winston Lord: No information recalled. 


Marvia Kalb: Ho data recalled. 
William Beecher: Ho data recalled* 
Hedrick B mith: H otidag, 


OTHER 

Ambassador P/iUlam SiiHivaa: Ho data recalled. 

• McLane: Believed he tos the last individual on whom 
FBI instituted wiretap but recalls no significaat data. 


Richard Moose: Nothing. ■ Sealed [i^jrsuant to U,S, Court : 

Order ; 

Helmut Sonnenfeldt: Nothing. I 











L —-—eummatiou stated that based ^poa data he overheard oa 
Wiretaps, he would say tint no information was ever received which 
consiciep a breach of the nationai security. He wanted to point 
every&mg werhaard w-as recorded or placed on a log as the 
majority of tj,e information overheard was general famUy probtems and 
nonportlnent unrelated activity. 



A 
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3oscrlpUon_ May 12. 1£Y3 


. ^ Or 11, 1973, 0|;jeclal Robert H. Haynes, Sijpsrvisory 
%acuil Agea^, Dlvi^ksi, Federal Bureaai of toe^igatioa (FBI), 

T3ra3 teerviewed coaceraing his icaois-'ledge of rxjssiMe ^viretaiss on aeivsmea 
SjBfji officials belwsen 1909 an^ 1971 ^bich were £0£^acted by 

Ihe FBI al the request of tiie Vv^hlte House* 

Diiriag 1969 ar4 up to smd tnckdlag the preaaai time 84 Haynes has 
feeaa responsibiolor certain liaison fsisetioES between the FBI sjsd the White 

BmBQrn 

It ig 8A Faynes* hnpressioa that som^lais in IS<J9 Assistant Director 
WilHm C* ^uliiran received requests' from sn official at the White House 
by telephone for bstaUatioa of wiretaps oa unMentlfled irtalviduals. ia 
also reasonably ceiialii tk:^: Alexa^ier Haig oa the White Bousa st^ 

colled him, Haynes, on oi^e oecaslon lor coverage or an i^tvidtsai whose 
Ideoiity is not now recalled by BA Faynes* BA Hayiisa passed this oral 
^quest on to Aissistaist Director Sullivan stkI has no icnowledge as to what 
rnrihor act.ioii might have been toifeu regaitili^ig it* 

_ SA Esyaes kaew tijat fOKusr SA Bemie Wells tos asst^iisd by 
Sulilv&fi to propers letters to ti'is White Hoose res^EXdiiJt? ^.'osuits of the ^ire» 
tegs. ■ Es tiiiiiiss, last 13 ORcartaia as to dates, tbst he tegaa deUirertag these 
letters to the White House la the latter part of 18i53. 

Wtth resi^ to the letters prepared by Weiis, SA, Hayaes ■^>ald fret 
a telbpnoae call from Miss Eeleu Gaady in the Director’s Cfiloe tli^ she 
nsd a letter' for tka bouse, Bayaea would tben go to hiias 
o£fice oM poncii a note on the yelicfw file copy, ’delivered Llalaoj^ 

^ mte tile date hia initials. The originsJ, the only othor coj^, wouUi 
thm 00 placed in aa eavelopo aisi sesOed, The letter would coutala th^ 
r.am$ ^ the adaressas, 8A Haynes recaUs that these letters were addreesed 
m the begiiming to Dr* Hissiager and Isder to H. B. SA liayBes 

mo ^ recall during the early part o£ this progra:?^ Uiera were 

<luai origtoi letters, cae addr^sed to the Presldsat aiid one to Dr* KJ^Jslsger, 



! lorviewed on ‘biTii 


orson sad 




JS documenl contoins ooilher recommendoltons nof conclusions of the FBI. 
Odd Its conienfs ore not to be distribwled outside your ogency. 





M roft rJfis loaned to your agency; 

TS i/'-iL""" 













coverage- These letter s were i ntermingled with ether FBI correspondence. 
SA Haynes sat down with i l and picked out those letters that related to 
sensitive coverage. He was able to do this, he said, by examining 
phraseology of the letters and utilizing experience and knowledge acquired 
through 23 years* service in the FBL 

Shortly thereafter, days or weelts, SA Haynes* best recollection is 
that Sullivan told him Mardlan had made arrangements for retrieval of the 
Presidential and Kissinger letters, la connection with these letters he 
recalls that tliere was a list on plain bond paper showing dates of the letters 
aixl to whom addressed, 1, e., the President, Dr. Kissinger, or H. H. 
Balde.man.. sA Haynes then went to see General Haig viho nade available 
his office file and SA Ha.ynes secy ed the letters. General Haig then 
r^erred ;sA Haynes to | 1 Assistant to John Drllchnian, regarding 

otijer letters. These letters were then obtained by SA Haynes and all of the 
letters obtained from General Kaig and | I were then returned to 

William C- Sullivan. 

f- 

Former SA Bemle Wells and SA Haynes checked against yellow file 
copies to account for ail the letters, SA Haynes said there were also the 
lists of names, and after checiiing the lists be feels there were definitely 
some letters missing, Es thinks he might liave gone back to the White House 
to check, but he is not smre about this. He does not know whether all letters 
were eventually accounted for. 

The last time Baynes saw these letters was in Sullivan* s office In the 
Justice Building within a month or so before Sullivan’s retirement. 

SA Kaynes has no knowledge concerning the circumstances which 
brought about the discontinuance of these wiretaps c^er than possibly a lack 
of productivity. 

SA Haynes no krK>wledge concerning the removal of the records 
from the FBI regarding this sensitive coverage but suspects that if the 
records were removed they would have been transferr^ to the then 
Assistant Attorney General Mardian, who SA Haynes believes had soma 
interest in getting the records from the White House, 















WfflLWBAL- 


. t stated that at the time he and SA Wells inventoried the 

- original WTjite iJouse summaries he did not recall seeing any correspondence 
from the iUtoraey General to the FBI or from the FBI to the Attorney GensraL 
Ee has no tinowiedge as to whetlier or not the Department Of Justice 
soramaries were ever Invettorled by W'^ills or Mr. Sullbaa 
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'** Dole of lransCi*lpHon_ May 11. 1373 

Ms^Um, reeidence 2S23 North Central (Rei^enfiy femjsG) 
totervie^^d S'S/raTiSr^"^'^'^®^’ bueW phme 2S4..SS81. 

Interview Mr. Mardlaa was advised of his con- 
^spsniilcaUy lulvised that !ig did not have to 
ctat^ertts aaSlf te ®J aey could bs used against feto In a 
ssd Uat he had a right to sa attorney, 

Mr. Mardian repLfxi that hs w-as aa attorney and foi-saeriyaa Assistant 
03?ney General of tiie tJnItod States and was aware of his rights. 

f« J«fe^an was advised that this interview specSicaiiy pertained 


Mai'dian advised that on the advice of hig caissel 
have .• not snsw^ any questions coaceming mterJal iie jaay 

BJreetor Srsimaa. Ho said further that the 
f f « iitates had issued aa order teat uo Fedsi-al evnoioTwo 

Sh»fvraattsrs concerning naUtaai securUy. He saM that' '' 
- 3 ^^ Federal employee, he fait the Hresidsat's 

n ® .®’®lied to h-m. He said that he wanted to coopss'ate wite the wpt* 
teat he was specifically tastructed by his attorney. to t;.? ’ 

especial Agent who may Interview him from the FM that 
^ ^ ^ *‘'® MormaUoa tee FBI wanted and to go 

HO f.irtnefc is liis CfHi^ersafci^ or ” 

cofflPsUed nc4 to diseiose any information 
comm^icatiim he had had with tee iteesideat ttf the 
suggested that the laforiaatioa desired by tee FBI coaid 

nerhan^«^^^^ ateiised tiiat for tee juarposes of teis inquiry 
perhaps he, Mr. I'kar dian, would be willing to shirt the issues thg 


’—Mny 10, 1073—' 




Speciai Ageat S. T* ZIm 

:omenr confoins neSIher recommendalions nor conclusions o 
ils contents ore not to be distributed outside your ogency. 
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^ ®*3d Is looned te your agency; 









Interview contlnae without specific references to people and specific 
circumstances. Mr. Mardian said that he would be willing to do this in 
order to show his cooperation with the Federal Bureau of Investigation. 

He said he preferred his comments would be off the record and just 
botv>?eeii us* He was immediately advised by Inspector William Melncke 
that this could not occur and any ensuing conversation was definitely and 
positively on the record. Mr. Mardian said, ’’V/eU, let’s try it, 

Mr, Mardian was asKed if he knew Mr. Charles Brennan. He advised 
^es, I do. ’* Mr, Mardian was ashed if he rec^led an Incident in July of 
1971 when he might have received a package or a bag containing informatitsi 
from Mr, Brsiman. He replied "Yes," and then related the following 
information: 

He said tliat he would like to^start from the beginning and advised 
that sometime in July, 1071, Assistant to the Director of the FBI 
William C* ShUivan contacted him (the precise location he could not recall) 
and told him that he (SuUivan) was in trouble with the Director of the FBI, 
Mr/J. Edgar Hoover, and expected that he might In fact be fired. He did 
not explain why. He said that he had information that was ’’out of chaxmel," 
tliat he wanted to turn over to the President of the United States. Ee said 
this was wiretap information znd that, in his opinion, Mr. Hoover could 
not be entrusted with this wire^p informatics. Mr* Sullivan continued in 
conversation saying that Mr. Hoover had used wiretap information to 
blackmail other Presidents of the United States and was afraid that he could 
blackmail Mr, Nixon with this information. Mr. Sullivan reiterated his 
request of Mr. Mardian to personally cmtact the President of the United 
States and pass along Mr. Sullivan’s information and request* 

Mr. Mardian said that he could not do this. Mr. Mardian said he 
told Mr. Sullivan that he worked for the Attorney General of the United 
States, who obviously was his immediate superior, and if he had any 
contact with tlia President at ail, it must be with Mr, John Mitcheil’s full 
knowledge and that he would bring this to Mr. Mitchell’s attention 
intmediately. Mr.. Mardian recalled that Mr, Sullivan appeared to be 
displeased with the fact that he, Mr. Xvlardian, would not go directly to 
the President. However, he cannot now recall any specific cozaraeats 
Mr, Sullivan made in this regard. 

Mr. Mardian said that this was the first time he knew of the existence 
of "out-of-channel" wiretap hiformatioa. He sa^id he subsequently leame^i 








that this wiretap was ordered by Dr, Keary Kissinger on behaU of the 
President. He cannot recall if he learned this from the ’WTilte House or 
from Mr. Sullivan. He said this point is simply not clear in his mind. 

In any event he is sure it was ordered by Dr. Kissinger and the purpose 
of the wiretap was to determine who in the White House was leaiUng infor*' 
jnation -- very vital informaticai -- with regard to tlie Strategic Arms 
Limitation Tahis (SALT) then in negotiation with Russia, Dr. Kissinger 
had learned that the United States bargaining position with regard to SALT 
was'being-threatened because-the-.upper Umita.as -well as dhedower limits 
which the United States wouid agree upen v/ere known outside of the White 
House. Dr. Kissinger felt that Oils was a very serious breach of national 
security aad, for that reason, suggested to the President that the wiretaps 
be initiated. . - 

Mr. Mardian said, as best he could recall, hs wmt Immediately to 
Mr. Mitchell with Mr. Sullivan's request and information. He advised be 
caimot recall the specific conversation other than the fact he simply 
relayed Mr. Sullivan's request, Ee said Mr. Mitchell repEed that he 

would handle it. 

Mr , M^rdiaa said at this point his memory ^ time and dates is poor 
but feels that it was is a very short period of time after his conversation 
with Mr. Mitchell that he received a telephone call from the 'White House 
in San Clemente, Caliioraia. Mr. Mardiaa said he would prefer not to 
say at this time who called him, but he received instructions at that time 
to false the White House shuttle, an Air Force plane, from Andrews Air 
Force Base and fly immediately to the V/bite House at San Clemente, 
California. He advised he complied with that instruction, made arrange¬ 
ments, and iinmediately left. He said lie believed this was cn a Sunday 
and feels sure that it ’was either tlie last two weeks of July or the first two 
weeks in Augiist of 1971. Upon farther reflection, he said that it must 
imve been during the last two weeks of July because he maintains a residence 
In California in close proximity to the Western White House in iSan Clemente 
and Uiat this house was rented until the end of July. Ee said that had the 
house not been rented he is sure that he would have stayed there overnight, 
and he now recalls that he did not stay at his own residence. Therefore, 
he placed the time frame during the latter two weeks of July. 

Ee said the following morning after his arrival In Ssax Ciemsnte, 
California, he went directly to the Western White House and srjoke with 
the President of the United States, Mr. Nixon. He said he received at 







that time two instructions -- one wns to get the FBI ; 

Mr* W« C, Sullivan and deliver it to the Vvhite House, and the secoiid™^^^ 
to check to see if ail the material the White House had in Washington, 

D* C* , matched the material supplied by Mr. Sullivan. 

Mr. Mardlan said he made immediate flight arrangements and 
returned to Washington, D. C. 

Mxr. Mardian advised that he cannot now recall how he contacted 
Mr. Sullivan, beasring in mind that he had had many contacts with 
Mr. Sullivan during his, Mr. Mardlan*6, tenure with the Department of 
Justice. Ee said that he cemveyed the President's message to hlr, Sullivan 
and asited him to supply all of the wiretap material to him as soon as 
possible. 

Mr. Mardian said shortly thereafter Mr. Chsa^ies Bronnaa, Assistant 
Director of the FBI, appeared in his office with an '^old beat up” satchel, 
as best he could recall olive drab in color, measuring apprcKimately 8 
inches by 12 inches by 17 iiKhss. He said he also specifically remembered 
that this satehei had WEliam C. Sullivan's initials on it. He said he cannot 
specifically recall a middle initial but he is sure that W, S. v/as on the 
satchel. Ee said he Bpecificaily recalls the initials being on the satchel 
because they were affixed by a tape upon which the initials were stamped. 

Ee cannot recall any conversation with Mr. Brennan at this time 
concerning Mr. Brennan's turning over this material. He said he iias the 
distinct impression that Mr. Brennan did not know anything about the 
contents of the satchel. 

. Mr. Mardian said that he placed the satchel in a locked closed in his 
office. Ee said that he then called the White House in Washiagton, D. C., 
advising that he had ths material. Again, Mr. Mardian said he would 
prefer not to name the individual In the White House to whom he made ths 
call. He said that at this point the timing is hazy. He says, as best he 
can remember, the satchel stayed in his office for approximately two days, 
before lie got a^ali4rom the White House to bring it over and to delivex’ 
it to Dr. Kissi^er and General Haig, Mr. Mardian said he responded to 
the White House request right away. 

He said when he went into ths White House he went dli^ectly to 
Dr. Kiasinger's office. Dr.. Kissii^er and Genei^l Haig were present. 

He said he specifically remembered the Incident because when he came 
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Into the office, Dr, KisE^inger addressed a remark 

was in ^tremeiy poor taste under the circumstances, to Mmseif, Mr. ^ 
Mardian, and to Dr, Kissinger's secretary. Dr, Kissinger said something 
to the effect, ^*Do you have v/hat I said on the phone, implying, according 
to Mr. Hai*dlan, that Mardiaa had results of a wiretap on Dr. Kissinger. 
Mr. Mardian said that he felt this was in such poor taste that it did not 
recjuire a reply. Dr, Kissinger also said that he had been keeping logs 
lor the time when he writes his memoirs, but laughed and said he doesn't 
keep them any more. Mr. Mardian felt that this was simply a jocular 
response, and there was no truth whatever in it nor was there intended to 


Mr, Mardian said that in Dr. ICissinger's and General Haig's presence 
he opened the bag and removed a group of papers from the bag ’‘clipped 
together"' with a sheet of paper on top which had the chronological listing 
of summaries of wiretap iniorraatioa that hr.d been px^evioiisly lurnish^Ki 
by the i'BI to the White House. He said that ho and Dr, Kissinger checked 
by date snd satisfied themselves that Dr. Kissinger's material matched 
with the cover sheet which Mr, Mardian was using. Mr. Mardian said that 
he cannot recall ever looking at tlis smniaaries or ever discussing the 
summaries themselves but simply checking the cover sheet by date. He 
said that he cannot recall any yellow copies of summary information in the 
^ but said that his memory is poor m this point, and that Is not to state 
that they were not in the bag. He said the bag was crammed full and it 
is his distinct recollection now that it contained summaries of Information 
obtained from wiretaps and tlie logs from which the summaries were wrlttea. 

Be said he was trying to be helpful on this point but simply cannot describe 
the appear^ce of the papers in the bag at this time but again reiterated it 
is his distinct impressioa that they were wiretap logs and summai'ies. At 
this point Mr. Mardiaa was specificaliy asked v/hether or not th^re were 
any letters in the bag to the Attorney Geneiul of the United States wriuL 
by the FBI requesting the wiretaps be initiated. He replied immediately 
ttuit hs could not recall tliem being in the bag and said that it was his impression 
that they had not been authorized by the Attorney General, He was specifically 
asK^ to clarify this point at which time he retreated from the statement and 
said that that was simply a surmise of his. He said he never saw, to his 
1 ecoliection, any autiiorizatic^ by the Attorney Oeneral in connection with 
this Bories of wiretaps but said that no caie told Mm there was no authorissa*' 

Hor did he have any factual information that would indicate the wiretaps 
were miything bat duly authorized by the Attorney General. 









He said that after he and Dr. Kissinger and General 
satisfied that the material in 0r. Eenry Kissinger's office matched the 
itemized list, he walhed into Mr, Eaidemsm's office. He said again this 
point is not completely clear in his mind but he has the distinct impres¬ 
sion that he left the chech list with Mr. Haldeman to check against tho 
summaries that Ealdeman had in Ids possession in his own office. 

He said that as a result of Mr. Haldemaa's check, ns best he can 
recall, teo ,of iho summaries ^‘Mch were seat to the White House did 
not check against the list. He said his memory could bo at fault and that, 
in effect, it could i^vo been two that were in Dr, Kissinger's pc^sesslon^ 
howoyer, ho feels tliat the two missing summaries were missing from 
the summaries which Mr. Ealdeman checked against the itemized list. 

^ After Mr* Haldeman completed his check, Mr. Mardian said he 
retrieved the bag with all its contents and walked into the Oval Koom of 
the White House and left the bag. He was specifically asked to whom he 
gave the i:>ag. He said he preferred not to answer because of the 
President's order concerning employees talking about national security 
Informatioa, Mr. Mardian was specifically asked 'Did you give the bag 
to Hr* Nixon, the President of the United States ?" He sat back in his 
ch^, shrugged his shoulders, hesitated and said, '1 cannot answer that 
Question,'' Mr. Mardian said that this ended the entire incident as far 
as he was concerned with regard to the bag that was turned over to him 
by Mr, Brennan. He said that while he had the bag in his possession lie 
seems to recall that he did check with someone in the Department of 
Justice to see if summaries they had TQceiv&i checked a jainst the check 
list which was on top and clipped to the summaries. Mr. Mardiaa said 
that it is his intent to be compistely candid with the FBI but that he caimot 
now reconstruct in his mind exactly when this latter incident occurred. 

Mr. Mardiaa said that it is his recollection, that when he compared 
the White House summaries with the check list in Dr. Kissinger's office 
with Dr. Kissinger and General Haig, tliat none of the summaries or the 
entries on the check list were beyond 1969* Vpm further reflection, ho 
said again that although he caimot recall any summary dated later than 
1969, he cannot make the statement that he is absolutely oositive on this 
point. He said he wants to be absolutely accurate in everything he is 
saying to the FBI and he simply cannot recall anything beyond 1969. 

Mr, Mardiaa was asked if there was anything else he could recall 
that was not covered in the interview that was germane to the incident 






Involving the bag which he received from Assistant Director Cliarles 
Brennan. He said ’Tes, ” that just prior to this interview being then 
conducted he had received a call from vViiliam C, Sullivan. C. 

SnlUvan said that he was preparing answers for the FBI on this very 
ineident and he \vaiiteci to clarify in liis own mind the entire incident, 

Mr. Sullivan, in effect, ia his telephone cwiversati^^ said ""Bob, do ym 
recall xny sending this wiretap informetioa to you for review by the 
Department of Justice. ** Mardlan replied to Mr. Sullivan that he 
did.nOfc recall that at all and said the facts as ho,, Mardlasi, luiow thc^ 
were that sometime in July, 1071, that Mr. Sullivan called him, asking 
him to call the President of the United States because Mr. Sullivan had 
wiretap material in his »>osi:^ssioa and at tMt time was ia trouble with 
tne Director of the FBI, Mr. J. Bdgar Kotyyer, and might be fired. 
Maxdiaa said he recounted to Mr. SuUivaa that Mr. SuUiyan had told him 
at that time that ia Sullivan*s opinioa Mr. Hoover couldn't be trusted with 
this tjFpo ^ information in that Mr. Hoover might use it against the 
President, as hs iiad done ia previous Administrations, and for that 
reason be wanted the President notified of the e^sistence of the material. 
Mr; Mardiaa also refreshed Mr. Sullivan's mind by asking if he recalled 
tho fc^ct that Mr. MarOisn had first gone to the Attorney General and then 
received specific orders from the President of the United States. 

Mr. Sullivan replied I think you're right, and said that his. 
Suiilvan's, memory was ge^g very poor, 

Mr. Mardian said at the conclusi^Ki of the Interview that it was 
obvious he had gone way beyond the advice of his attorney and may have, 
ia fact, violated the President's order with regard to national security * 
infonnstion. Mr. Mardlan said that although it may turn csut tlmt he 
sh^Hild have followed Ms attorney's advice, he told the story candidly and 
as best he ccaild recall and did it because it was the truth and he wanted 
memoers of tlie FBI and of the Department of Justice to know that he is 
a trutiiful and honorable person. 
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Joha G. Mitchell, former United l^ates Attorn^ Gk?aeralj lumisl^ed 
the followiisg Morznat&ja to the be^ of hiB recoliectiom 
• - . < 

Sometime doriag the SpriiJ^ or'Saaiiaer ofl96& former FBI Director 
Eooyer aiet with him uxtd advised him that the FBI at that tiar.e .liad some 
wii’etap coverai^e on certain indivldnals specifically reqaeated the Vyhlte 
House. Theae wiretaps were reportedly Instituted to uncover possible leaks 
^aiiatfngfrom the \vhite House, specifically itom the Hatlonal Security 
Council* MltcheU stated it was set umssuai for him not to have hnown of 
this at iGception siiice on many occasions htr. Hoover would deal directly 
with the Presfej^ or the Unite House on esfcrenioly sensitive matters, and 
circumvent the Mtovney General’s office. Mitchell stated tlidt up until this 
meeting with Director Hoover ha had m knowledge that m/ such special 
wlretap^j requested by the White House were in effect* Ke ctsted to the best 
of hiB recollection the requests were made directly by the VVhite Hoi^se to 
eitlier !^tr. Hoover or former Assistant Director W> C* Sullivan, and involved 
five,.or sis iadivkluals, including- k^orton Halperin, Henry Brandoai, and 
John Sears* He stated lialyerin was a carryover 'B:gpoM.mev^ itom the 
Aitoiaistratioii* He couM sot recall ai^y otixer names. 

*5UCH 

. Mitchell stated he never eaw nor approved iufyyreiiuests for wiretap 
coverage from the FBi stating boas were submitted to him the FBL 
Mitcheil stated the reason kir, Ec^vex* came to him at that time was because 
he, Hoover, was greatly concerned tfiat ^luch wiretaps were ux effect and 
wanted MUcheli to Inforiaaily intercede with tJie White House in aia effort to 
discontlmie them wiretaps. To the best ol Mitebell’s recollection he did, 
eomeUme thereai’ter, these wiretaps with either Colonel Haig or 

Dr* i^issiiiger at the Wldte IJousa aiid they {Mitchell, Fai:g aisd/or biissiiiger) 
sgresi that these wiretaps could ihjeoms ’’explosive” and that this wbola 
cperalion was & ^’dangerous gam^ we were play mg. Mitchell stat&^, however, 
that to tlie best of ids reeoUection nothing was done as a ^esnlt of his informal 
discussions rnmio^d above at the White House. Mitchell stated that he not 
only never saw my written requests for Attorney General autIiorl 2 ;atioa for 
the placement of thes^e wiretsps he was also unaware of any suiamariss 
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tJiat Riay have been prepared setting forth the results of these wiretaps. Ee 
, stated If such autlioriaations were received at his office, be would personally 
handle them. 

Mitchell stated to the best of his recollection the next time that he 
recalls hearing of this matter was during tiie period when former Assistant 
Director Sullivan was '*on the with Director Hoover and the FBI. The 

closest he could place this time was approximately early Fall of i§71. He 
vaguely remembers that Robert Hardian, the then Assistant Attorney General 
in Charge of the Internal Security Division, United States 0epaii;meat of 
Justice, contacted him, Mitchell, and at this meeting told Blitchell that he 
had just recently learned from W* C. Sullivan about the existence of wlretao 
coverage placed by the FBI at the request of the Udiite House on certain liidi- 
viduals, Mardian indicated to Mitchell that Sullivan was furious over ti)e 
way he was being treated by the Director and that for tlUs reason he dLsclosed 
the Information concerning the wiretaps to Mardian. Sometime thereafter, 
Sullivan turned over to Mardian all correspondence .relating to this wiretap 
coverage. 

During approximately this same period, Mr. Hoover contacted Mitchell 
aM advised him of the problems he was having with Sullivan and, in fact, 
showed Mitchell a lengthy letter he. Hoover, received from SuIUvan in wltieh 
Sullivan accused Hoover of running contrary to the Presidents wishes in 
many instances. Mitchell recalls telling Mr. Hoover thsd he had no choice 
but to get rid of Mr. Sullivan. At t±iis point Mitdiell described Mr, Sullivan 
as being ”a little nuts. ” Mitchell stated he recalls that after Mardlan came 
to the Department of Justice as Assistant Attorney General in Charge of the 
Internal Security Division, Mr. Hoover became quite concerned over the 
fact that in many instances both Sullivan and his subordinate, Charles Brennan, 
were going directly to Mardiaa concerning cases being handled by the 
Domestic Intelligence Division and the Internal Security Division of the 
Department, which was an mernpt, Mr, Hoover felt, to cut him off from 
access to these discussions. To the best of his recollection Mitchell stated 
tliat Mardian informed him, Mitchell, that he subsequently turned over ail 
wiretap correspondence dial he had received from Sullivan to Mr. John 
Erlichman of the White Eouse. According to MitcheU, Mardian felt this was 
in the best iatevestB of die ^^liite House and everyone concerned. Miteheil 
ajdamantly stated that he had never seen any of these papers, that Mardian 








said h© Lad received from SulUvau and then later turaed over to the White 
, LousOa Mitchell could not recall any details concerning this transfer of 
correapondence to Marxian, for exampie, specifically whether the documents 
were turned over to Mardian Oy SuHiyan voluntarily or perhaps wiiethei* 

Mardian requested ‘that Miivaa‘him'over the’documei^s 4o*him* 

Mitchell was specifically asked If on or about October 2, i&71, Foover 
contacted him concerning the fact that .Vardian had ia his possession semi- ' 
tlve material relating to the wiretap coverage, and the fact that Mitchell 
assured Hoover that Mardian baa destroyed this material* MltcheE stated 
this could not Lave been true iimsmuch as Mardian bad turned over the " 
sensitive material in question to Mr. Erlichman ia the White House* He 
^ted to the beat of his recollection such a conversation did sK>t take place 
him and iLbe I^irector and that he received no corres?x)ndeiics from, 
the Director confirming such a conversation. 

Mitchell suggested that if it Las not already Iseea dono, that tlia FBI 
consider reviewing all correspoucience relating to wiretap coverage in all 
national security cases which he would have been aware of durii^ his temire 
as Attorney General aiKi which wcmid now be located presuntably in the vault 
In Lis former office* Mitchell stated that while he was Attorney General 
and during the oertlnea^ period In question (1S6S) to 1971) his secretary was ' b 
I _^_ i whom he believes currently resLiea ia Orlando, Florida. b 

Mitchell stated this was not the first instance where no record was 
made of serxaitive wiretap coverage requested by the White Koasa. Mitchell 
recalled soon a^er ho came into office, Hoover related to liixu special 
wiretap covepge which was requested by former President Johnson on a 
nighly sensitive matter* Mr. Mitchell would not furnish specifics concern¬ 
ing this particular coverage. 

Ccmceming W. C. Sullivan, Mitchell related it was oijvlcus fee 
wanted the job of FBI Director since, on numerous occasiems* Sullivan 
was In personal ccmtact with various members of the White House staff 
and was always dropping and wheeling and dealing there'* (White 
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M f j HAC, Alfsiandriz, Virginia, a^is®i <a 5/9/73 

ha tha Jaii M 19S3 or in early 1970, as he recalls, osi a Coaday raomiag 
^ afisr ctorch at about aoai, iie received a telephone call from Assistant 
^precior bnllivaa who at that time w'as in charge Domestic Intelii.'^ ouf s 
Divisiwi* Bulilv^ wanted to Snow ths nieclianlos for placing a wiretan but 
nonspecific ana refused to discuss th® matter mi ths phone savisig 
it was an ultra-sensitive situatioa, that Brennan proceeded to the oifice. 

Y^t topuilivaa s olflca immediatelf where SuUivm advised Mm 
that PresMoat Nfecsi was cmicemeil about laa&s to the WMte Hoasa and wire¬ 
taps were requested mi members of the ttliite House staff and Boraa members 
of pie press, it was Brennan's iiapressiBO that Sullivan imd receiveti this 
teU fooia the vVh«s House either early that Sunday moratog or tha previous 
fcAtarday a-ght. Brennan said that Sullivan did not name Uis ssrsoa re«nestto< 
tte coverage nor aid ho name any of ihs persims ta whom fee coverags was ’ 
to ba ptoced but he does seem to reeall tiiat there were several parsons oa 
^ whom the wiretops were to be placed. 

Banivan told Brennaa that be had called Director j. Fdo-ar Hoover 

Hoover's oimy,. but that Hoover ivas very”adamant about 
^st getting toe Attorney Uaierai's atm^oval before InittottoK these wiretoos 
Bremma said that SuUivan indicated that Mr. Hoover was moat emuhaUc ^ 

ato8?,t gMag ehrtmgh the usoja charnels wito the Attor?iey General for written • 
approval* 

Suiiivaa that Supm^sesr Eoissamas, now re&ed. 
iRecliSaic for such matters and, to the best cd his recolleetion. 

HozaiaQs at home arid instructed Hemmas to come 
- r With SuHIvaa to arrange for th<?se ^.nretaps. Bresnr.a 

oeii^os iie ieK t.»ie oiXice before arrive in office h‘ai 

ho also believes' tiiat laf^er lliat ©voicing ha telephcaed Eozam-us at whlcii tima 
Kosasms assure<J hfia timt he iiaci bandied the \vo?ic for Soliiysa, 21 a 

Bi-enc^rapher Jsad hnm orderecl is asd who sho mi^i b@ wore not to 
Broxmaa^. 


‘rvlowed on. 
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ind lls contents ore not to be distributed outside your agency. o 
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Bresman seems to recall that shortly after the project ^ot started 
Sullivan gave log review respoasibiiities and other responsibilities regarding 
this project to Supervisor Bernard Wells, now retired. Brennan’s rocoilec** 
tion is tiiat Vi/elis thereafter prepared the summary letters and any other 
correspondence unaer buHivan’s initials at all times unless after Sullivan 
was promoted to Assistant to the Director and Brennan promoted to Assistant 
Director, with Sullivan out of towiij Wells may liave prepared these com-* 
municatioas using his (Brennan*s) initials. Nevertheless, Brennan advised 
that .to the beat .of his recoilectioi he does not recall ever seeing or iaitiailing 
any requests for wiretaps, logs or summary letters to the White Bouse 
although he stated he may have oa occasimi as a matter of expediency 
initialiad yellow cc^ies thereof. 

Brennan advised that he never knew anytliing about the termination 
of this wiretap project and believed-these wiretaps were still la effect under 
Acting Director D. Patrick Gray, ill. Brennan stated that he never knew 
the names of any of the persons on whom the wiretaps were placed but does 
seem to recall the names oi Henry Brandon, Winston Lord, and Helmut 
Sonnenfeidt coming up ia short discussions with Wells about tlie results of 
wiretaps. Brenaas recalls Wells mentioning Brandon because Brandon was 
a *!swinger’^ and he and Ms wife were iavoived in considerable social life. 
Brandon also appeared to own a sid lodge In Canada. Brennan also recalls 
that WeEs told him on a few occasions that the project was fruitless as Car 
as Wells was cohcemed .since the majority of the material obtained throi^ 
these wiretaps was mostly social gossip. 

Brennan recalls receiving a visit in what he estimates was August 
of 1971 at bis 9th and I) Street office from Sullivan, v/ho came into Bremian’s 
office with a heavily loaded brief case. Ereanan could not recall the exact 
description of this brief case but inchcated it was similar to a Bureau siase 
brief case and also seems to recall that it was black cowhide and had straps 
on it* Brennan could not recall whether the brief case was locked or sealed 
or had any other security feature to it, but he did say tliat it was quits thick 
and heavy. Brennan said that Sullivan had toid him that he (Sullivan) had 
been down to Robert Mardian’s office in the same building to turn this material 
over to Mardian since it v/as highly sensitive material which the Attorney 
General was interested ia reviewing. Brennan advised tiiat huliivan did not 
tell Mm what was ia the brief case, and when bullivaa left he promptly 
called Mardian’s office to determine when Mardian would be retoamg. He 
was toid that Mr. Mardian would be back in about thirty minutes and then 
thirty minutes or so later Bremiaa hand carried this brief case to Mard.isa-s 








office and turned It o7er to Mardian, who was expecting it from Sullivan. 
Bren^ said he niade no written record nor phone call to Sullivan or any¬ 
one else about the delivery of this brief case. Brennan said he did not 
nor look into the brief case while it was in liis posBessioa. 

When asked whether he recalled a visit by Sullivan to Firsnce during 
this time Brennan stated that he does recall Sullivan making inspection 
tours Qi various Legal Attache Offices in Europe around that time and seems 
•to remember very slightly that SuHivaa-did maise a-trlp-to Paris but Brennan 
could not recall when tliis was or the reason for the visit. 

Brennan stated timt he last saw Sullivan on 5/8/73 at the funeral Qi 
the wife of a mutual friend but claimed he did not discuss this matter with 
Sullivan at that time and, in fact, has never discussed this matter with 
Suiiivaa since Sullivan left the Bureau. Brerman stated that this entire 
wiretap project was a special project which ho nndorstood was to be handled 
by Mr. Sullivan alone and, therefore, never at any time injected himself 
into its operation. 
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c<^^lng ^ phases ol this program. SA Thomas J. Smith, Eeetion Chief. 
xntelUgeace Dirision, assisted Mr. Miller in connection 'srtth this inquiry. 

On 10/1/71 £A Smith informed Mr. Miller that former SA Bernard A, 
V/elis had told Smith about throe weehs prior to this date that Mr. Robert 
Mardlan, Assistant Attorney General, Internal Security Division, Depart- 
Justice, had this sensitive material la his posscssloi. According 
to Wells he, Weiis, told Mardian he was crazy for keeping this material 
and suggsoted to Mardian tl^t it be -returned to ttie FBI. Bmlth informed 
hxr. Milder that Wells toici ium Mardlan v/anted Wells to keep the material 
and was considering the acquisitioi Of a spectei safe-tme cabinet for 
storage for liim. 

On 10/2/71, a Saturday, Mr. Miller telepfaonically cmitactcd 
Wells and la careful terms sCdvised Wells he wanted to ascertain the 
whereabouts of the sensitive material* WeUs said he hadn't seen it since 

v/eeks prior to his, Weils*, retirement from the Bureau 
lie stated he had no idea where it was as of tliat date. Hiller 
asked Weils if he had seen the Washlagtcn Post dated 10/2/71 and V/ells 
ad'tised he had not* Miller advised vVeils tlia-t the Post carried au article 
captioned ’'Top FBL Official Porced Oa t in Policy Feud with Eocjv^er, and 
tot Miller attemptmg to got in touch witli Mardian, concerning the 
Xoeatioa ol this sensitive material. Miller determined Uiat Mardian was 
m the West Coast with tli© Attoimey Geaei’ai and Weils volunteered to get 
in touch With Mardian and advise Maxdiaa of oar concern over this. 

About a Imlf hour later Wells called Mr. Miller to advise of his 
ccaversation with Mardian, who reportedly told V/eUs ’’This matter 
doesn't concern you at m. Toll i^Uiler I'U take care of it. Have him 
get ia touch with zae. Tell Miller not to worry, Sullivan won't get them* ** 
Wells Jold Mr. Milicr ’T don’t think jm'U have any trouble getting them 
back,** Mr, Miller advised intsrviewiBg Agents ihnt the above quotes 
are accurate as he wrote them on a piece of paper while he was taJidns 
to Wells, 


Mr. Miller stated it is his understanding the results of the above 
c<siv^satlon were furnished to the Director by Mr, Felt the eveamg of 
10/2/71. It is also his understanding that the Director contacted Attorney 
General MitciieU ou this same date who advised him tot Mr. Mardian had 
assured the Attorney General the sensitive material was destroyed. Ills 
Attorney General told the Director that l^lardiaa Informed him the Director 







had approved his tailing possession of these files. Mr. Miller stat^ he had 
seen intra-Bureau memorandum setting forth this information on which tlie 
Director wrote, '*Tliis is a lie, 

tt is Mr, Miller’s understanding that the Director's conversation with 
^tha Attorney General on October 2, 1971, was confirmed in writing to the 
Attorney General by the Director, Correspondence was also directed to 
Mr. fi, R, Haldeman at the White House confirming this conversation. 

On October 3, 1971, Mr, Miller telephonically contacted Mardian to 
set up an appointment with him by Mr. Felt* Mr. Mardian told Mr. Miller 
’♦I instructed Wells not to discuss tins matter and I can’t discuss it on the ^ 
Moraey General’s orders. The Director will have to discuss it with the 
Attorney General."" He also said, /T want to assure you there Is no problem. 

c..* Miller’s anderstaiKiing that Mr. Felt telephonically 

Interviewed Air, Sullivan regarding the missing sensitive material and 
Mr.iSulUvaa advised he sent it back to the Domestic Intelligence Division. 

Mr. Miller’s inquiry established that the only Individuals at FBI 
Headquarters who were involved were Mr. Sullivan, Mr. V/etls and apparently 
the Director. Sullivan apparently wltliout the Director’s icnowledga asaizned 
BA Weils to analyse the results of the coverage, which was furnished to him 
m a sealed envelope from the Washington Field mica. This sealed envelope 
contained wiretap logs and thereafter Wells would dictate summary letters to 
the Uliite House setting forth results of this wiretap on individuals. On 
occasions summaries were sent to tiie Attorney General. Mr. Miller advised 
tliat the coverage began In the early Spring, 1969, and was discontinued 
appareiily the end of May or first of June, 1971. 2 is Mr. Miller’s under¬ 
standing that the wiretaps were authorized by the Attorney General. 

Mr. Miller stated that as a resuU of his inquiry be prepared a 
memorandum from Mr. E. S. Miller to Mr. Alex Hosen on October 20, 1971 
setting forth its results. This memorandum Is attached. Mr. Rosen’s name^ 
appears on this memorandum because of channels of authority within the FBI 
at the time. He did not see the memorandum inasmuch as it was hand 
carried by Mr, Miller to Mr. hlarii Felt who bad ordered tlie inquiry. This 
memonindum contains a list of all those iaaividuais on whom these v/Cretans 
were placed. ^ ^ 

Hr. Miller advised that the New York Times and '?t^hlngtoa Post 
inured articles in their February 26, 1973, issues, concerning a Time 
Iviagaziuo story in the issue coming out on J'ebruary 26, 1973, whicii accused 
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the FBI of haying tapped six or seven reporters' telephones three years 
previously ^ a number of White Eonse Aides In connection with leaks from 
^imistratwn Aides. The article (vAlch was apparently garbled) related 
h^f retries Gray, O; continued the taos for 4e asti a 

Supreme Court overruled the wiretan 
^ilcy June, ld72. As a result of Ejesa articles Mr. Miller researched ' 

Hsis matter and mmtshed Mr. Felt background details concemin/r fbi 

ESifK^o ttewsmen and certain White House Aides 

ba..eea luo9 aiod l&a (prior to Mr. Gray's designation as Acting Director) 
who were object of electronic surveillances as well as wiretaps olaced at 
PresMe^ Nteoa and the Attorney General on indWidualT 
Deceia^r 7, la 71, and Junej 1072, who were not newsmen but 
persoM suspected In connection wjth leaks from Joint Chiefs of ??tgff to 
Jack Anderaox), newspaper columnist. 

Mr* isilller furnished the tater7iewlag Ageiits the copy of his 

5?^®^ February 28, IS 73, captioned ''NY Times and Washington 

rfi Wiretaps on Newsmen," which Is attached. 

E Is Mr. Miller s understanding that Mr. Fett forwarded tlis original of this 
memorandum to Mr. L. lyrics Gray, m. 
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WIRETAPS ON IfEWSMEN 


in their 2/?fiWashington Post featured articles 
issue coming out ’2/26/73 ’ which^aocLes'^'the 

stration aides. The article related’^th°ih leaks from Adraini- 

Patrick Gray III conti?uef?he tjs for Ul/2 "" 

wiretap policy in June, 

concerning“?hrwiretlLSrof^? 

House aidfs as describL in these^SwrL?icler"’*q''^ 
knowledge docs exist hnwpvf^-^ 4- s^ticles. Some hearsay 

connected with the White House were thrsuHecrorf 
of serLus leaks'of concerned over the number 

This project was very tightly held in tho put *» 

a very rew persons were even rLotfly Lare 0^1^ ?he 

Assis^anrtfth^DiSctor'" 

Agent PcrsonLl^no?’aSolutely^essfntiL“?o ?lf 

SA Bernie A. Wells reviV^ ^ project, he had 

for use of the White 11^,,.. _ctaaI^Lrsecritarv‘^wf-‘"uri summaries 

dictation, une oscretary was used to take 

V/ashington Jrleld (Jfiri r'P 4-r. ^S^nts in the 
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project was so sensitive, all records 

^“o.Us,^“L"h:^^:^:„"r.•"^"•;. ^^^-<5-ntS/?c™:r.'srBernie 

who was then associated with for^n^ *i'° 't of Justice and 

■ Bob Mardian? reveSed th^+M.^a” Assistant Attorney General 

relating to this sensitive prS™/''^ “ Possession of the records 
he referrad^all^s^Jf concei>ning the records and 

I•// oye^ -to Hr, .ghrlich man at_t& 
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'■ after Hr allegation that these taps continued on 

circLS^nce^ev?^! T Director, a different set of 

the Attorney General personally contacted Hr W Hark f!?i 
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6/|o/ 72‘ fol? 
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W 6 hav© a ca 3 ?aful r'annr'H riF tFs-ki^ __ 

stages of the coverage of ^ i’Bi.nrn nr 

Generiror thr%ite°Hon°'^ -iUniil^lsatlons from either the ^Attorney 
Hoo^ ‘/hite house concerning the matter. Our records 

have been kept completely isolated from other FBI recorSr and 
indices whatsoever re^iliting to this pro-feet.’ Th^ 
niimber of wiretaps involved in tlie .project (only the I ^f 

proaect) was integrated into the total^f wiSpf wl en such ' 

' S';.; 3 S.ciao 

' j 

1971 , no other^Wh-i a ^ started in December, 

other v/hite xlouse-requested electronic surveillance 

.projects were in existence in tKe FBI. There is little likelihood 

- T.UsTlTnnT r^"'' Sulli?:^, 

concerninr thP f- 1 ---TT"^ information whatsoever 

concerning thej-J project. Only Messrs. Hoover, Tokson. ' 

^nd r.J. Smith in the FBI knew of the- 1 

project. Reports, tvnpri on 7 i'nTrijavi 7 /-i.=i,'i _ -lt* . , 


Ler, 
Reports j 


not'idenri unmarked bond as blind memoran^ 

1 ^ sent to Hr. John D 

Ehrlichman (Eyes Only) at the White iiouse in double'sealed 

Eiaison. We know, howeder, that they were ini■^iallv 
handled by one of Ehrlichnian's assistants, Dave Youn^Lh^wa- 
known as "the plumber" in the White House). Copies Sf an 
reports were also furnished to the Attorney Genera! (Eyes On!v) 

. • '’ 'n 

. • • \ • 

f-1 Droifer rifa •f Pertinence, our coverage during the \ ' 

■ • ; ■ • .V"i 
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1973 


i , Special Ageot 'Hsomas J, Smttlu Supervisory 

facial Ageat (K-cctton Cliisf), IntsUi jaace Diylslosi, Federal Bureau of 
^vestl^lion, was icterylewed conceralag his kaowtedge of possthie wire- 
tepa oa aewamea aad Goveramejit officials In connection with felgh-ley-*5 

oiQ^remely sensUlye national security infonaation. Special Medt 
toifeh siJviBod as loilmvs: ^ 

He has m personal or knowledge of wlretapsf tm newsmen 

or C^yernsient ctflciais, becsmio aware of the ejdEtence of nossible 
wh^etapa being operated the FBI on heJialf of the B^ite HoiilT la can- 
recall }tist when he first learners of mfomstloa which led him to con¬ 
cede there might be wiretaps la m^tehce, but believes it may have beea 
sometima au 1SS9, • 


recalled that one Saturday T^lle working in the office, a 
situation deveioped wherein a White Bouse official desired hiformaticn 
urgsis&xy, from tha bits and pieces of conveTBation he overheard he 
baksved tifet tl^is ^rsoa wajsted to know something about coverage hema: 
m&majned by the in conneetioa with possibia hl^-level SA^SBiith 

pinks pat he had heard other Isdlcaticms of special coverat'^e bam? maia- 
toneu, ^ the FEI for the White House, kit he cannot recall aarthi^ specific, 

{phough he beUeves that former Special Agei^ Eernle Wells was involved in 
the handling of the coverage, ^ *« 

h SA- f?afcurday iscMeit referred to above, SA Siultfe said 

that he cannot recall anything specific concemieg the matter, be 

v^Guly recalls tlia£ forsaer Snsjjector J, A. Slzoo ajay liave fceea ia tlie 
Kfica at tee ttcis am te^ he or some other ranldng official of tea Divioloa 
^ay have tri&l to ccj^ct fonner Assistant Director W. C. Sullivan or 'JA 
\1 slto coaceraiisg the White Doirae laqaiiy. SA Smith's recoiiecilon of the 
vetoes sequence of events relating to fais imowl^e of the existerAoe of 

for tee Whits Eouse Is hszy and possibly colored by his subssoussi 
inquiry to raconstrust a chain of Momatiaa relatusg to these wirstaps. 


lerviewed on_ 


-Was&iagtoiv-©,-C 


File ^■ 


Si'V *rh60dor4» L, GuMe reon 

'~i Ba=3 


ff.i[ 


is document contotns neither recommendoiions. nor conclusions ol the FBI?, 
ond Its contents ore not to be distributed outside your ogency. 



Ipnd looned fo yc'^r ogency; 


jS 
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Subsequeiatly, through contacts with SA Bemie Wolls, particularly 
. after January,^ 1970, when SA Wells was assigned to wor^ for SA Smith in 
the Researcii Section, SA Smith received enough information from SA Wells 
to very definitely lead to the conclusion that the FBI did, in fact, maintain 
wli^etaps on beiialf-of the White House reiative-to high-level national security 
leaks, and that Mr* W* C. Sullivan was in charge of the ooeration. SA Smith 
was never aware of the idei^ity of persons on whom the w^etaps were placed 
nor was be ever aware of the identity of persons in the V,hlte House to whom " 
^y wiretap reports were given* He did have the impression througli SA Wells, 
however, that the Attorney General wsa aware of the wiretaps and received 
regular repoits concerning them/ He was also under the impression that 
Attorney Genaral approval waiS given in each instance a wiretap w^cis placed; 
that in no instance was a wiretap placed without the knowledge, coiisent 
las|raction of both the White House and the Attorney Geuersil, 

^ actually worked for SA Smith aiaer January, 

SA Wells felt compelled to tell him that he was re%Hewing the logs of 
all wiretaps i^ing maintained in tl'tis project and that he Ivad to go to 
Sullivan’s office periodically to do this and to dictate suxniiiary mexuoranda 
^ncernlng results of the wiretaps* This was necessary to account for 
periods of 3A Wells’ absence in the Section from time to time* Inasmuch as 
SA Smith was aware of the n8ed-to-j=uiow basis of the wiretaps, no effort was 
made on his part to pry into the nature of the coverage or the Identity of the 
persons covered* 

Since the Research Section took over all national security electronic 
surveillance indices aiKi policy matters, and had the responsibility of keep¬ 
ing the Director informed of the number of wiretaps in existence at any one 
time, SA Smith made it a point to determine if the wiretaps being maintained 
for the ifVhite House had been made a matter of official record and entered 
into the electronic surveillance indices* Be found that no record of these 
wlr^ps was being kept outside of the office of Mr. W. C* Sullivan* 

A 

« SA Sihith determined from SA Vvells tltat the logs were delivered k 
1 ^ the Washhi^on Field Office on a regular basis to the office of Hr. W* C. k- 
Sullivan* SA V» ells then reviewed the l ogs and px*epared any neces sary 
summaries, utilizing m every who worked 

as a secretary in Mr, Sullivan’s Office, to do the stenograDhlc wont.’ All 
material was Kept under lock ana key in Mr* Sullivan’s office. 


X y*. 









SA Smith said that v/hile he was never aware of the identity of 
, m^one on whom wiretaps were placed daring: this time for the White House, 
he recalls that SA Wells had the specific assignment of reviewing the London 
Sunday Times newspaper each week, and Wells revealed that Sullivan had 
instructed this be done each week since ije (Sullivan) thought that Henry 
Brandon, a correspondent for this paper, might be utilizing his colunns to 
teak coded national security information. Althougii SA Smith was not clear 
just how this could happen, ho did suspect that Bi*andoa might be one of 
those on whom a wiretap was placed for the ‘White House. This was mere 
suspicion, however. 

BA Smith said he has a vague recollection that the wiretaps being 
maintained for the White House continued until early in 1971, and that they 
wepe actually pulled off when former Director J. Edgar Hoover, who was 
scheduled to testify before a Congressional appropriations subcommittee, 
made it known that he intended to reveal in at least '"off-the-record'» testi¬ 
mony that wiretaps were bemg maintabied for the White House. SA Smith 
this would have been in May or June, 1S71, SA Smith noted that 
Mr. Hoover did, in fact, testify before the Senate Subcommittee on Appro¬ 
priations on June 24, 1971, and he said tliat he is of the belief that the wire¬ 
taps were removed som^ime prior to testimony. SA SmiHi emphasized 
tiiat he has no personal knowledge that Hoover threatened to reveal the 
eslsteace of the wireti^s, and he theorized that he may have gotten such 
information from SA Wells. 

^ Smith recalled that SA Wells retired in mid-1971, possibly at 
the end of July, 1971, and tiiat shortly before he left the FBI, SA Weils had 
to go to Mr* Sullivan’s office ’’one last time” to put in order the various 
documents relating to ti)e special coverage for the White House, since he 
was the only Agent familiar with the documents and cleared to handle them. 
SA Smith said that he is almost sure the coverage bad been discontmued by 
tliat time. His information would have come from SA Wells, however, since 
Smith had no personal knowledge relating to the wiretaps. He also mentioned 
that so far as he knew, no one in the Division was in possession of any more 
data concerning the wiretaps unless it might have been former Assistant 
Director C. D. Brennan, who enjoyed Mr. Sullivan’s confidence and who took 
over the Division from Sullivan. 





SA Smith also recalled thst after SA Wells left the FB^ he went to 
_ work as Director, Ihteliigence Evaluation Committee, which had its offices 
on the fourth floor of the Federal Triangle Building. Former Assistant 
Attorney General Robert Mardian, Internal Security Division of the Depart- 
meat of Justice, ha^i his offices on the fifth floor of the same building, 
Iv^arcUan exercised some influence on the Intelligence Evaluation Committee, 
and, aa SA Smith understands it, was responsible for getting SA Wells his * 
job as Director of that Committee. 

SA Smith said that sometime after the first part of Se^ember, 1971, 
revealed to him that Mr. f^iardian had shown him the documents 
TOich to. Sullivan kept-in his office relating to the special wiretans the 
had maintained for the White House, and asked SA Wells to talce charge 
of these documents and afford them the greatest possible security. 

SA Wells told SA Smith that he was shocked to see these highly 
eensltivo documents in Mardian* s possession, since they were FBI proosrty. 
Ke told SA Smith that Mr, Sullivan had previously indicated to him (Wells) 
that he might turn the documents over to Mardian, ixit that he (Walls) had 
strongly adviseci Mr. SuiUvan not to tales such action since no one outside 
the FBI should have access to such information. SA Wells said that he 

ttK>ught he had convinced Sullivan to maintain absolutely strict control over 
the documents. 

Wells had no idea when Mardian got the documents, but he told 
SA Smith that he would have bad to get them after July 30, 1S71, since he 
(Wells) had woi*ked with the documents on that date prior to his retiremex^ 
from the FBI. Wells got the iinpreasion that Mardik had had the documents 
* ^ree weeks at least before mentioning them to him (Wells). Wells 

told SA Smith that he told Mardian that the documents should not be in that 
office; that they were FBI property. SA Smith does not recall whether SA 
wells told him whether he took charge of Uie documents. 

SA Smith reported SA Weils’ conversation to Mr. E. S. Miller, 
Assistai^ Director, Intelligence Division, on October 1, 1971, when as 
Inquiry was made by Mr. Miller as to who might have knowledge of the loca¬ 
tion of sensitive records which had been In the exclusive possession of 














Mr, SuUlvan prior to his retirement from the FBL SA Smith prepared a 
- memorandum relating hia diacuselon with SA Wells, and he understands it 
was sent to Mr. Hoover. 

’Vi 

Hr. Maier then iastruceed SA SmiUi to make an effort to recon¬ 
struct the record, so to speak, to determine as far as i^ossible the identities 
of persons on whom wiretaps had been placed for the mite House, together 
with any other factual information pertinent to this operation* Such an 
effort, however, was to be confined to Bureau records and FBI personnel. 

SA Smith saki that since it appeared obvious that the only records which ever 
existed concerning these particular wiretaps had been turned over to Mr. 
Mardlan by 'Mr. Sullivan, the only oUier means of reconstructing the record 
was to make iat^iry of persons still in the FBI who might have had knowledge 
of the operation and who might still recall some facts concerning it. 

SA Smith related that he then contacted SA 
Security Supervisor, lyashiagtoa Field Cffi ce. aiid requested assistance 
from him in reconstructing the record. SA | | toId SA Smith that he could 
iK)t possibly recall all of the facts, since he either could not remember 
them, or had no direct personal knowledge concerning them. SA | | said 
that he recalled that tliis operation was very closely held in Washington Field 
Office and that only one or possibly two long time esperiencsi employees in 
the office were used in the operation. He noted that Washington Field Office, 
oa specific instructions from W. C. Sullivan, iiad not maintala^ any record 
whatsoever of the individual wiretaps in question. 

SA Smith said that over a period of several days SA | I furniahed 
him the following Informatlcai relating to special wiretaps operated by the 
FBI oa behalf of the White House; b 

f* 

Following a leak of inforuiation Involving the National Saciirlty 
Council in the spring of 19S9, national security wiretaps were placed on cer¬ 
tain individuals who were suspected of being involved in the leaks. At one 
time there were as many as et^it in operation at the same time, but no one 
has any recollection as to what particular time the eight were on, nor how 
long any of these eight were in operation. Most of the time as one or two 
were discontinued, new ones were added. 









To the best ol SA | 1 reeollection, and the recollection of those 
he contacted, wiretaps were operated on the foUowlng-named persons 
b^T/eon early 1969 and sometime in 1971: 

Henry .Brandon - Correspondent, Loudon Sunday Times 

Dr, Morton iialperin - National Security Council (later 

Brookings lostitotion) 

; Tony Lake - National Secimity Connell 
*» ^ 

. Helmut SonnenfeMt - N^ional Security ConacU 
^ Daaiel-. Davidson - Watioaal Security Council 

. 

'" William Safire • National Security Council ■ • 

Winston Lord • National Security Council 

Colonel Eofaert Pursley - Secretary lalrd^s Office (later 

made a General and assigned as \ 

Military Aide to the Vice President) [ 

Marvin Kalb - Kadio-Televlsioa news commci^tor 
news service 

William Beecher - Writer, New York Times 

Hedrick Smith ^ Writer, New York Times 

Ambassador Richard Pedersen - State Dep^tmei^ 

Ambassador William Sullivan - State Department 

John Patrick Sears - Believed to be young attorney formerly 

with Nixon-Mltcheil Law Firm, later in 
Executive Office Bullc^g, l^'arded a job 
to Office of Economic Opportunity, 
became disenchanted and left 












/ 






James . W. McLaae • Healthy EducatioQ and Welfare (was aloout 

to go with Finch to the WTiite House) 

Hichard Moose - National Security CounciL 

BA \ [ said that from information he could develop, the first 
wiretaps were on Sonaeofeldt, Halperln, Lake and Sears, Be said that 
apparently the wiretap on Sears was on about two months. The one on 
Fursiey was on Uiree or four months. S was recalled that the wir^an on 

was placed about the spring of 1970 and remained on untU all were 
discontmued in 1971. Tiie ones oa Smith, Halperln, Kalb, and possibly 
Lord, were believe! to have also remained oa for a long period of time and 
were among those in operation when all were discontinued in 1971. 

■■ 6 

The last wiretap placed* according to what SA | I con Id learn, 

was on McLane, and tljis was placed during cold weather when Mr. Hoover 
went to Florida, ihis was recalled because authoriisation was obtained 
from Hr. Hoover phone prior to installation since it was an 
request. S is believed that tiiis was in early 1971, 

Go far as SA | 1 could determine, all of the wiretaps In question 

were discontinued in the latter part of May or early juae, 1971. 

SA| Htold SA Smith that only one copy of a log relating to each 
wiretap wbs ^de, and this was sent to the office of Mr. W. C. Sullivan. 

Ee reiterated that no copies of logs or other records relating to tliese wire¬ 
taps were kept the Washington Field Office, 


SA Smith said that he had no personal luiowledge, nor did he learn 
Weils wh^her the various wiretaps in question were 
placed on the home phones, office phones, or other telephones of the 
individuals. 


SA Smith said that in conversations with SA W^clls, Wells nieii^ioned 
that the wiretaps were more or less a waste of time since nothing of sub¬ 
stance was ever learned from them. He indicated to SA Smith th^ none of 

tlie wiretaps produced any evidence linking the individuals with a leak of 
national security Information. 

^ r« r > ^ y: 

■ ‘ 
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Smith said that based on his conversations with SA V/ells and 
SA| I he is of the opinion that no wiretaps along the lines tinder dis¬ 
cussion were placed an/ place except in Washington, D. C* 
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SA Smith said that other than the individuals previously mentioned 
he had no knowledge of officials in the Department of Justice or FBI who ' 
might have been responsible for carrying out these wiretaps. Further, he 
had no, knowledge as to wnat official authorised or directed the discontinuance 
of these wiretaps. 

Xn conclusion, SA Smith voiced the opinion, based, on his experience 
and knowledge of the law relating to wiretaps during the pertinent period up 
to June, 1971, tljat neither the FBI, Attorney General, nor \mx\ke House 
officials were Involved In any manner of impropriety with respect to the 
placing of wiretaps on Individuals who may have been involved in the leaking 
of hlgaly sensitive, classified national security Information. He pointed out 
that st least prior to the Keith decision, which limited the authority of the 
president to approve warrantless wiretaps to exclude domestic grouDS aiKl 
individuals, it was fully accepted that the President and Attorney General had 
the Constitutional power to order or approve wiretaps In national security 
cases. 

SA Smith policed out further that in connection with the various 
wiretaps placed at the request of the White House in this instance, it would 
appear that the Wh^e House based Its re^^ests for wiretans on the serious 
breach of national security in tJie leaking of classifi^ iiational defense 
Information. He said that although the FBI has no records at this time to 
support the contention that the wiretai^ were ail placed in connection with 
national security, he knows of his own Knowledge that former Director J, iikigar 
Hoover had an absolutely firm policy of not permitting Uie FBI or any of its 
employees to engage in wiretaps unless prior approval was oi^ained from the 
Attorney General. SA Smith said that it is Inconceivable that J. Edgar Hoover 
would have permitted the FBI to place and maintain wiretaps, even for the 
White House, unless full and complete justification could be shown that such 
wiretaps were legal under a strict interpretation of the law at the time. 

SA Smith said that in his judgment the only Impropriety which 
could be attached to these wiretaps, insofar as the FBI was concerned, was 
the turning over of official FBI records relating to the wiretaps to persona 










^ SulltFaa. SA Smith said that he is confident 

that !f fcliese records have not been destroyed and could be located they 
• would clearly show that the wiretaps had a sound national security basis. 
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FEDERAL BUREAU OF INVESTIGATION 
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t? H HhriiehnsaH, resfdeace 330 ChesapeaSie Drive, Great 

Interviewed by bajpaeto WUliaai A. Melncke aad 
^PeCtSi Ag ^E, i, Zimt in the pfeseace ef Ma aammgy | ~| 


. C. 


c^ce, 


Horthwest, i^ashia^ca. 


Mr, bibrlichiBaa vas at 6is onset ot tbs Ssierview tbat 

too Tsp teiug cmtscted ctaeemJag aay Momatloii he may possess cm- 
ceramg tie deiivery of wiretap ioformatitsa from the Federal iBoreaH o£ 

Mardlan, Jsi a brief case «sr satchel some¬ 
time la Jely, 1071. 


^ -t Ehrliehmaa said that although he csanot recall essact 

aate'fe& s^s rscail Mr. Martiiaa bsin® associated with the delivery g£ 
a siacfc of wiretap logs and otlier written material which ha teew to bs 
^ Wiretap logs to the mite Eoub®. Mr. KlirUchmaa 
S w ,f ^ memory is somowiiat hazy, 

- ^*^^i®** was defiait?5ly associated with the iosis 

saa other wiitm roatertal at the time of dsiivery. He said tiie materiai 
to Ms beat recoHeotim was in several brief cases or paesagss bound 
toother or i» may have simply been loose and stacked oa tiio desa in 
ms ^ter esatae. iie said that he received spacific histrucaons as ia 
w^ to GO Wia {Ms Wiretap material; however, he said that he woidd 
^ name the individual who issued these tostraetiosis. He i^aid the 

i^aterial in Ms office, which be did. Bs ■ 

^ ^^eriai at Hie time he took possessian. 
ramnUn't Mtmpiiag lie Etaply meant tisat be only loosed at a random 
papltog of tfe eontsafe of fee stack of material rather tbaa serufilnK or 
^tag ti^gn ibe eatirs ccantc^ita. He said that he recalled there was 
r^y a«k^ ot^y vital impartance io tiw ssiatarlai, as best he coaid 
i?^a2A» Mb said be nevex* at the coateats of this material agsia. 


^ spscilically asked whether ca» he noticed any letters 
anthorlsing by tii© Attorney General in this greap oi cc^re^midence. 


lewed on. 


-XaSpegtnr Pi■ A, ?.^f»5 yif«ir» nt yj 

SpecialAgaitE, X. aantbhg 


•mMEmrj 


"'"I",' <'<•' .I m. FBI. H i,> pr.,.,,, .( n. fbI .nd I, bed to yovr oa.oty 

ifs contents ore no^ to be drstributed outside your agency* jju„ —— 


■ 






I 


He 6^ no, that he cannot recall seeing any letters of authorization. He 
^iQ that when he speaks of filing, according to the instructions which 
were given to him, be reaUy means that he would order his l I 

_I perform the actual filing function. 


Mr. Ehrlichinaa said tiie material to which he was referring 
v^3 filed in a two-drawer, safe-type cabinet located in his outer office. 
Mr# Shrlicliman said that from the time he received the material it 
remained in this cabmet xmta about Aoril 30, 1973. Be said that it was 
m or about this date, April 30, 1973, that he was considering submitting 
bis reflignaticn to the President of the Uni ted States, Ke recalled the 
presence of this wireia^p information and issued orders to iiave this wire¬ 
tap mformafcicm removed from Jiis office and filed witli ^l^residential 
papers. ’» Ke said that he could not now recall who ohvsicaliv 
papers but believes it would proimbly b d i “'Eq does not Vmow 

pr^isely where, among the President’s papers, the material was filed 
alrn^gh he is positive it was in a safe. Be was speciiicaUy ashed 
whether or not he heard any information or if any information came to 
Ms mentirn in ^y way as to whether or not these ivireiap documents had 
^f? pace April 30, 1973, from the Prosidenfciai f^pers. He 

^ofhiltely would stiU be there as far as .he knew. He 
said that if the 5? dl 'wasted to see these papers or remove any of the 
papers, only two people could give ouch autliorisatioa. One was the 
President oi the United States hixnssif or Mr. Buzhardt, who would act 
-under the specific authorisation of the President of the United States. 

Mr, Bhrlichman was asked whether hs coisld recall if anv of the 
papers among the wiretap iaformati<^ was yellow in color. He said 
*Yes, ” some of them were yellow in color bat he could not estimate how 
much of the correspondence was yeUow, again reiterating that ho simoiv 
sampled d;o coiTcspc^dence. ^ ^ 
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Mr. Hliriichmaa advised that his office at the White Hoisse is 
not On the same floor as the Oval Hoom nor on the same floor as 
Mr. Ealdemaa’s office, 

* x.-u. Hhi'llchmaa was asked if he could specifically recali whether 
or not the wiroMn iMormatioa was delivered to him in the Oval Room 
rather th^ in his office as he had previously stated. He said it definitely 
^ delivered to him in the Oval Room at tiie White House. He advised 
that tx^ Oval Room lias desk facilities for cmly me person and that is the 









a 


Presideat of toe United States, There are no White House Aides, clerical 
seeretoiai people in that office la the Oval Room. He was specificaUy 
^Jsed to try and recali S.Ir. Martiian’s part In the delivery of the wiretap 
imo^atica. He said that he simply cannot recall the incident that 
vividly. He feels sure that Mr. Kardiaa was present at the White House 
cm we oay he received the wiretap material and feels he was with Mardian 
at the time the wiretap material was furnished to him. He said it was 
entirely possible, however, tliat he had seen Mardian on the same day 
^d that Mardian could teve been elsewhere in the White House when ha, 
Ehrllchman, sctuaHyrecslved the material. 

He Bald Urnt during the time ttie material was in Wa safe-type 
capmst, to his knowledge, no one made reference to it or used It. Ho 
.5^ # ^ t * tiiat to be sure on tills polat thatl | 

would to/e to be interviewed Sjtamuch as he would Ime had more direct 
ianowiodge inasmuch as it was physically under his j l i*nstodg 

and control.^ He said that lie did not even have the combination of the 

^ which die material was stored and that only Tod 
HuUia had that ccrnibinaUcn, 

Mr* EhrHchman advised that he Imd no personal knowlodire of 
I circumstances the wiretap oparaticsi was initiated 

nor uia he knov/ tlie duratlcsi of the wiretap program. 
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Dafo of franscrJpiron. 


12. 1S7S 


ervievfed on 


W-'shlnrfM^^ r reeldcace 3402 R Street, Northwest, 

eid by Inspector WiUlam A. MM. 

■ i i KHfggeP ia r B. x, Zioa ia the preseneo r,f h<g p^ffm cr 

1 ^ "«“»•«?'- 

CGTain/y vrif-eti^n tTTT, ^ Be may ptjsfiess cm.- 

dSS£«Sd?S,freceived by coarier from the FBI 

Sit it ^ * uetemaia any is^s by White Hosse staff rasmWs or 
tfuar employees cracersljsg the strategic Arms Liraitetioa Talks. 

Mr. Ealdemn advised that he recaUed receiving'' sa-njT,oT^ 

then, routlSy 

^01 me±ki. Hs ea^ct he cosld not recall th© courier 
fcesmnmaryl^tteffSirPh^ actoaffy go to Ms admlaistrates 

eama omee found mm to cmMn 

aS to Mbi* cositents of the ktters old 

K^yeferaaaUute to Uj&ssi™’., .Ualu^l^am, 

mMimrs waicijj_[iinsjgM wosM be of interest. 

V. ^ EaMeam staid that as he recalled the sninran.psr!»«««« 

^o-^asi bil h addressed to him, but ho faisw Usat the urff’etap 

°« 8 *»“y«»A 

A -s Haldemaa said that sornetlme la the Smamer ffi t*. 

he received a rSSemiS ^ 

tos IS £ retomed to 

fat to atort, .0^ „ol ^ 

—at —Waahfegfcoa^ D, Q.^ _fho #._ 


.nd |s contents arc not <0 TeTisrib!toToU"id* ^ 


your ogoncyj 















that be toew tne letters were assembled and seat to the Federal Bureau 
Qt In:7estigatlra. He said he could not recall making any Inventory of 
the correspondence prior to its being returned to the Federal Bureau 
01 Investiption. He said he is positive h e made no in ventnpv however 
teie is not to prelude the possibility that| may have done so. 

he doubts it* He was specifically askca whether or not he 
actlig tor the President of the United Stetes, authorised any of tliese 
Wiretaps, he said definitely not. He said ttiat Dr. Henry Kissinger may 
have mads tsds reejaest bat this is speculation on Ms part. 

nf lie* 5 ?^® specifically whether or not he had any knsfwledge 

M Mr. Rofeert idardian returning this material to the WMte House at a 
teter date. Ho said he had no direct knowledge but tliat he had heard 
from Mr. Jonn EteHchman that t!ie material had been returned, fie was 
asKsd specificaliy if he at any tbda engaged in checidng V/Mte House 

leUers agals^t FBI copies of these letters with Mr. Mardian. 
he said as best he could recall the answer would be 'No," he could not 
rooaH such an instance. He said that if any checking liad been done it 
may hare been done by hte administrative assistant,? ' 


Mr. Kaldsmsn was speciflcally asked if he ever saw the White 
House summ^y letters again after they had been sent back to the FBI. 
fie replied'No. ” 


Db 
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» i s asked if he had any reason to believe the 

matwjat had been destroyed to which he replied 'No." Although he had 
no uirect kn^ledp, from the iaformatiffli he learned from Mr. Ei-iT ’ noViwap 
they were still at the vVhite House. 


f 


TPn I, ^7', asked if he recalls any mention of Daniel 

Eiisberg m the sammai'y reports h® reviewed at the White House. 
Mr. Haideman replied "Ho." 












White I-Sse“^AVthP M. Haig was interviewed at the 

£Sro^"c^rS21^ 

1971. General Haig fui-nished the foUowing information: ^ 

this mattpr^®w^« Current revelations in the newspapers regarding 

ras matter the V/hite House checked and lias located these record <5 

>1. ..d feds InteilSfe fS ff 

se^aig ^ ^ the records. The records are presently under impoundment 
and wxU be available for review by Mr. lluckelshausf Satur4?Sy Tl. 1973 . 

B^ed upon questions asked of General Haia and his 

they consist of smnmary letters from the 

LthorlzKis nf L aT ’ (logs) of conversations; and signed 

^thorizations of the Attorney General for the wiretaps. Generh Haie said 

Att5ne?GeLS find memoranda to tS 

with c ^ ^ requesting authoriaation for the wiretaps ■ 

with such memoranda containing the si^ture of Attorney General isS’chell. 

the lettTrrt^L^'^.rw^'^’''?*^ information iJiat in 1971 

Sd White House from the FBI had been returned to the FBI ■ 

SSa Ti“' ^ 

te.Stl«T H?il'SSS<IuoSl “• ot there 


»relre?ta?Sf “i£lTlie - 

hours Th»L i^f,t “ F ^ i newspapers, some within twenty-four 
m^ ssZw! t ^ decisions of the President oonceminv the 
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thelealing was that a surveillance upon such suspects would 

teata which would identify source of unauthorized 

within th^ WHt^nn^ Ip certain wiretaps were generated 

. I General Haig has no recollection as to when 

or why the first such wiretap was requested but feels confident it was a ’ 
result of an exceptionally serious leak. 

respect to the decision and request for installation of a wiretap, 

rfmuf aot answer this because the action taken was the 

result of jointinput General Haig was in contact with the Bureau in 

matters in which Dr. Kissinger had a direct interest and is 
sure rv&. Hoover was cognizant inasmuch as the letters regarding these matters 
were signed by him. He feels the requests were generally transmitted to 

e orally requested Sullivan to place wiretaps on certain individuals with 
Dr. Kissinger's approval, 

program, ai-ound May, 1969, the FBI letters 
^dres^d to the President were referred to Haldeman and the letters addressed 
• Kissmger were handled by General Haig. Not too long after this 
program began Dr. Kissinger and General Haig decided the thrust of this 
deferred an internal security matter and it was tterelffer 

ip/tavo f, ^ of the White House, Thereafter all the 

Lnftn wnM ^ Periodically thereafter some of the information 

would be shown Dr. Kissinger when it appeared to be of 
possible interest to Dr, Kissinger^s official activities* 

nirp.p.tnn program teneral Haig also recalls that he visited Assistant 

mrector Sullivan to review FBI logs on at least one occasion. He believes this 

ff ^ as prompted because Sullivan informed liiir. 
that telephone conversations by I '' '" i 


Haig does not recall details ofl 


General 


OTHER 


With regard to return of the FBI letters to the FBI, General Halo- said 
a vague recollection that someone said they wanted the letters back 

for f C. SulUvan calUng the White Ho'use 

for the material but ooes not recall reason for the request. He recalls he 

secret-type material. At the time 

General Haig w^busy, was not directly involved in the return *and does 


saled pursuant to U.S, Court Ordei 
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General Haig said it was absolutely untrue that logs and other FBI 
records regarding the wiretaps were ever turned over to Dr. Kissinger or 
himself. He said he had heard that former Assistant Attorney General Mardian 
had turned over these records to John D. Ehrlichman. He stated that after 
e^mining these records on my 11, 1973, he feels it would be impossible for 
him to forget such a transaction as the records are somewhat voluminous, 
occupying space in a large cardboard box. He said also that in 1971 Dr. Kissinger’s 
office was out of the receipt pattern regarding the wiretap program. During 
this interview General Haig had a telephone conversatioi with Dr. Kissinger and 
inquired of him if such material had ever been returned to Dr. Kissinger’s office. 
General Haig, after termination of this telephone call, said that his recollection * 
was correct and the records had never, been returned to Dr, Kissinger or him. 

General Haig has no reason to believe that any of the results of the 
wiretaps under this program were utilized in any v/ay in connection with the 
Daniel Ellsberg investigation. He also has no way of iuiowing or reason to 
believe that any of this material was ever turned over to Gordon Liddy, Howard 

Hunt, James McCord, John Dean or anyone else in connection with the Watergate 
matter. 

General Haig did not know what FBI official received instructions to' 
discontinue these wiretaps. As to who issued the instructions and in what 
manner, General Haig said examination of the FBI records should confirm 
this, .... 

General Haig was asked if he knew the reason tlie FBI materiall 
was removed from FBI space and ultimately taken to the White House, He stated 
in his opinion the basic reason for this action was the result of a personal feud within 
the FBI. He knows no other details. 

General Haig was also asked if in his opinion these wiretaps were 
productive. He stated he feels they were invaluable and had been of considerable 
assistance in helping to control leaks to the press at the White House. In 
addition to resulting in the removal of Davidson and Dr. Hdl perin the wiretaps 
were invaluable to Dr. Henry Kissinger and General Haig in evaluating key 
persons on the White House staff and making a determination as to whether 
each could be trusted with highly classified information. 
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requested®JeSfeiLnu¥eiaieTo^^^^ Director Sullivan ' '' 

acknowledged the request, advisi/a sqiiivanlharhis^r'^ 10/5/71 

forwarded to the Civil Service Commicoiyf ^PPD'^S.tion would be 

favorable action. Commission with a recommendation for 

I his badge^"Se permission for him to keep 

I by min„i As.w„, Dirertors M SlifoB.Sir wf./t‘’h 7“"““ ' 
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Re: Sensitive Documents 
DKCLASSl] /by 




About 3 weeks ago, during a convei^feation concerning another 
matter, former Special Agent B.W. Wells, who is now Executive 
Director, Intelligence Evaluation Committee, advised on a highly 
confidential basis as follows: 

Mr. Robert Mardian, Assistant Director, Internal Security 
Division of the Department, showed Wglls a large number-of extremely 
sensitive documents involving coverage which had been placed at the 
request of the White House, and asked that Wells take charge of these 
documents"in order to afford them the greatest possible security. 


'These docu-nents were the complete record of the coverage 
mentioned above, and had formerly been in possession of Mr, W.C.' 
S,,llivan. They are Bureau property. Mr. Wells was shocked to see 
the documents in Mardian*s possession, since they are so sensitive 
as to represent damaging evidence not only to the Bureau, but to the 
President. Sullivan had previously indicated to Wells that he might 
turn them over to Mardian, who apparently was aware of the nature of 
the documents, but Wells had strongly advised Sullivan not to take 
such course of action, since no one outside the Bureau should ever 
have access to^such material* Wells thought he had convinced 
Sullivan to maintain absolute control of the material, 

^ Wells* conversation with Sullivan took place probably in 
July, 1971, shortly before W^Lls retired. The documents were still 
in Sullivan*s possession as of 7/30/71,. since Wells worked with them 
,on that date, the last day of his active duty with the Bureau. 

Wells has no idea when Mardian got the documents, but he 
knows that he got them after 7/30/71. gathered from Mardian*s 
discussion concerning the documents that Mardian had had them for 
tv7o or three weeks at least before mentioning them to Wells. Wells 
has ^told Mardian that he feels the documents should not be in that 

office,that they are Bureau property, , — —— 

pep ' 

Wells has asked that his convers^ition be kept in”abF(^irte 
confidence due to the nature of his relation with: Mardian, and'if 
we are to continue to enjoy Walls’ confidence, and I think we’*' 
should, every effort should be made to protect Weills ~in this matter. 
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